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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
AND 

FINDING OF NO PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVE 
CONSTRUCTION OF AN ADDITION TO USSOCOM COMMAND AND CONTROl 

FACILITY, AN INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY FACILITY, 
AND A PERMANENT PARKING LOT 

MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE, FLORIDA 

Agency: United States Air Force (USAF), Headquarters. Air Mobility Command 

Background: Pursuant to the President's CounCil on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations, 
Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508, as they implement the requirements 
of the National Environment Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, 42 U.S.C. § 4321, et seq., and the Air 
Force Environmental Impact Analysis Process, as promulgated at 32 CFR Part 989, the U.S. Air 
Force conducted an assessment of the potential environmental consequences ~::iociated with 
implementation of the following Proposed Action: construction of an addition to USSOCOM 
Command and Cunlro1 Facility, an hlformation Technology (IT) Facility, and a permanent parking 
lot. The environmental assessment considered all potential impacts of the Proposed Action and 
alternatives, both as solitazy actions and in conjunction with other proposed activities. The finding 
of no significant impact (FONSI) summarizes the results of the evaluation of the Proposed Action 
and alternatives. The discussion focuses on activities that have the potential to change both the 
natural and human environments. The finding of no prdcticable alternative (FONPA) summarizes 
the options considered and why the proposed project was designed and sited as proposed. 

Proposed Action: To meet the need for a sufficiently sized facility, proposed improvements to the 
USSOCOM Plaza compound include demolition of Building 501A. construction of an addition to 
Building 501, construction of a new IT facility, and construction of a permanent parking lot. 

Alternatives: USSOCOM would utilize and remodel, as necessary. an existing facility on MacDill 
AFB. This alternative would provide permanent facilities for USSOCOM personnel; however, the 
highly secure and sensitive mission planning and command and control function would continue to 
be located outside the HQ USSOCOM Antiterrorism/Force Protection (ATIFP) perimeter. The 
synergy which CDRUSSOCOM requires would be lost without lhis function adjacent to Building 
501. Furthermore, most of lhe usable space on MacDill AFB is occupied, and an analysis of 
available office space determined that there are no sufficiently sized facilities in close proximity to 
USSOCOM. Close proximity to the USSOCOM Plaza is required to improve efficiency and 
security and to provide secure communications connectivity via the Protected Distribution System 
(PDS). The no action alternative was also considered as an alternative to the Proposed Action. The:: 
no action alternative would not involve construction or demolition activities to Building SOlA, or 
construction of the IT Facility and new permanent parking lot. The environmental consequences 
associated with implementation of the Proposed Action are summarized in the following sections. 

Air Quality: Fugitive dust and construction vehicle exhaust will be generated during construction 
demolition. The estimated values for carbon monoxide (CO). volatile organic compounds (VOC), 
nitrogen oxides (NOJ, sulfur oxides (SOx), and particulate matter (PMto) were determined to be 
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substantially less than USEPA de minimis values and less than 10% of the Hillsborough County 
emissions inventory, and therefore, an air <::onfonnity analysis is not neces:sary. 

Noise: Noise levels will increase temporally during construction and demolition activities, 
parti<::ularly for occupants of adjacent USSOCOM facilities (Building 501, 501B, 50IC, and the 
Public Access Building). Construction activities would be conducted during the day which 
coincides with business hours at USSOCOM. This increases the potential for negative effects to 
sensitive noise re<;:eptors. However, the noise levels through closed windows in adjacent facilities 
would not likely interfere with operations. 

Wastes, Hazardous Materials and Stored Fuels: The Proposed Action will cause a temporary 
increase in the generation of solid waste. Limited surveys have detected asbestos containing 
building materials (ACBM) in Building SOIA. Prior to demolition of the building the construction 
contractor shall hire an environmental consulting company to assess the extent of the asbestos and 
lead-based paint (LBP) in Building 501A. The environmental consulting company shall also be 
responsible for abatement of any hazardous materials and monitoring of the environment during 
abatement. Assuming these precautions are followed. the Proposed Action will not result in 
significant impacts from hazardous materials or wastes. 

Water Resources: hnplementation of the .Proposed Action will not re;:,ult in any significant impacts 
to surface or ground water quality, or to the base potable water or sanitary sewer system. 

Floodplains: Eighty percent of the real property at MacDill AFB is located within the 100-year 
<::oastal floodplain. The remaining 20% of the installation is primarily used for airfield operations 
and support; Current operations for USSOCOM, and the site for the Proposed Action, are in the 
floodplain. Economic, security and logistics reasons mandate location of the Proposed Action in 
close proximity to existing USSOCOM operations. This situation leads to the conclusion that there 
is no practicable alternative (as defined in Executive Order 11988) to completing the Proposed 
Action in the coastal floodplain on the base. 

All practicable measures to minimize the impact of floods on human health, safety and welfare and 
preserve the natural values of the floodplains will be implemented for the project. The project will 
not involve dis<::harges of hazardous or sanitary wastewater to t.he floodplain or to Tampa Bay. 
There will be no negative impacts to the floodplain functions and values or threats to human life, 
heaJth, and safety. 

Biological Resources: hnplementation of the Proposed Action will not impact terrestrial ecological 
resources. Coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has been completed and confirms 
that implementation of the Proposed Action will not impact any Federally-listed or state-listed 
species of concern or their habitat. 

Socioeconomic Resources: Implementation of the Proposed Action will have a moderate economic 
benefit for the Tampa community, and would also result in a minor beneficial impact for the work 
force in the region during the construction period. 

Cultural Resources: No historic architectural resources are recorded within the Proposed Action 
site boundaries and no adverse effects to cultural resources would occur during completion of the 
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Proposed Action. In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, 
consultation with the SHPO has been completed to confirm that they concur with MacDill's 
assessment of no adverse impact to historic properties. 

Land Use: The Proposed Action is consistent with current land use planning ~n the installation and 
will not result in a major change in land use. 

Transportation Systems: No long-term ot short-term adverse effects to transportation around the 
base will result from the Proposed Action. 

Airspace/Airfield Operations: The Proposed Action will not have an impact on Airspace/Airfield 
Operations or Bird-Aircraft Strike Hazard. 

Safety and Occupational Health: The Proposed Action poses safety hazards to the workers similar 
to those associated with typical industrial construction projects, such as falls, slips, heat stress, and 
machinery injuries. Limited survey:; for LBP and ACBM have been perfonned in Building SOIA 
which is proposed for demolition; these surveys were by no means comprehensive. Prior to 
initiating demolition activities the demolition contractor shall hire a qualified independent 
environmental consulting finn to perform a comprehensive asbestos and lead-based paint survey for 
the building proposed for demolition. Once the survey has been completed, if hazardous materials 
are identified, the demolition contractor shall hire a qualified environmental abatement 
subcontractor to remove and dispose of any ACBM or LBP. The same environmental flnn shall 
perform environme.ntal monitoring during the abatement work in accordance with Air Force, 
Environmental Protection Agency, and other applicable environmental regulations. All waste 
disposal manifests shall be turned over to the government upon completion of the demolition work. 

Environmental Management (including Geology and Soils): There will be no impacts to geology 
with implementation of the Proposed Action. Impacts to the soil, primarily the potential for erosion, 
will be temporary and minimized through best management practices. USSOCOM personnel in the 
new facility will participate in Base recycling programs to reduce solid waste disposal volumes. 

Environmental Justice: No disproportionately high or adverse effects on minority or low·income 
populations would occur as a resu~t of construction and demolition. 

Indirect and Cumulative Impacts: There are no site-specit1c direct, indirect, or cumulative 
impacts associated with the construction or demolition. 

Unavoidable Adverse Impacts: There are no unavoidable adverse impacts. 

Relationship Between Short-term Uses and Enhancement of Long·term Produdhity: 
Construction of the addition to Building 501, as well as construction of the IT facility would greatly 
improve efficiency for the USSOCOM organization, which would in tum improve productivity. The 
project would have a positive effect on morale for USSOCOM personnel, which in tum can 
improve productivity. 
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Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources: The Proposed Action would 
irreversibly commit fuels, manpower, construction materials, and costs related to construction and 
demolition. 

Florida Coru;tal Zone Management: In accordance with the Federal Coastal Zone Management 
Act (CZMA) and the Florida CZMA. this Federal action must be consistent ''to the maximum extent 
practicable" with the Florida Coastal Management Program (CMP). The Air Force finds that the 
Proposed Action is consistent with Florida's CMP and the State of Florida concurs with the Air 
Force's finding of consistency. 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: Based upon my review of the facts and analyses 
contained in the attached Environmental Assessment, which is hereby incorporated by reference, I 
conclude that implementation of the Proposed Action will not have a significant environmental 
impact, either by itself or cumulatively with other projects at MacDill AFB. Accordingly, the 
requirements of NEPA, the regulations promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality and 
the Air Force are fulfilled and an Environmental Impact Statement is not required. The Tampa 
Tribune published a Notice of Availability on December 12. 2003. No comments were received 
during the public comment period ending January 12, 2004. The signing of this combined finding 
of no significant impact and fmding of no practicable alternative (FONSIIFONP A) completes the 
E1AP under Air Force regulations. 

FINDING OF NO PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVE: Pursuant to Executive Order 11988, the 
authority delegated in Secretary of the Air Force Order (SAFO) 791.1, and taking the above 
information into account, I find that there is no practicable alternative to locating the proposed new 
addition to Building 501, the IT Facility, and permanent parking lot at the identit1ed sites. The 
alternatives to construction of an addition to Building 501, the IT Facility, and a permanent parking 
lot were determined to be impracticable due the highly secure and sensitive mission planing and 
command and control function. The synergy which CDRUSSOCOM requires would be lost without 
this function adjacent to Building 501. Furthermore, most of the usable space on MacDill AFB is 
already occupied, and an analysis of the current office space available determined that there are no 
sufficiently sized, unoccupied facilities in dose proximity to USSOCOM. Close proximity to the 
USSOCOM Plaza is required to improve efficiency and security and to provide secure 
communications connectivity via PDS. 1bis severely limits the options available when choosing an 
existing facility to house this function. The Proposed Action, as designed, includes a11 practicable 
measures to minimize the impact of floods on human health. safety. and welfare. The Air Force has 
sent all . required notices to Federal agencies, single points of contact, the State of Florida, local 
government representatives. and the local news media. 

~~ 
Lieutenant General, USAF 
Vice Commander 

Attachment: Environmental Assessment 

DATE 
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SECTION 1.0   
PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR PROPOSED ACTION 

This Environmental Assessment (EA) examines the potential for impacts to the environment 

resulting from the construction of an addition to Building 501, construction of an Information 

Technology (IT) Facility, and construction of permanent parking lot located within the United 

States Special Operations Command (USSOCOM) Plaza at MacDill Air Force Base (AFB).  The 

project would also involve the demolition of Building 501A within the USSOCOM plaza.  The 

location of the proposed project, the scope of the environmental review, applicable regulatory 

requirements and coordination, and the type of decision being made are presented in this section.  

The logic, scope, and organization of the Environmental Assessment (EA) are also described. 

1.1  PURPOSE OF PROPOSED ACTION 

Due to an “Urgent and Compelling” mission requirement to support the Global War on 

Terrorism (GWOT), the Commander Headquarters U.S. Special Operations Command 

(CDRUSSOCOM) directed a fast-track military construction (MILCON) project to consolidate, 

in a permanent facility, all facets of mission planning with associated command and control, and 

to provide a secure on-base facility housing critical information technology personnel and 

functions.  By co-locating these functions CDRUSSOCOM intends to vastly improve HQ 

USSOCOM’s crucial and unique ability to plan and wage the GWOT by fully exploiting the 

synergy between organizations.  To meet the immediate need, HQ USSOCOM created 

temporary administration and meeting space through the installation of two trailers within the 

USSOCOM Plaza and a mobile trailer complex adjacent to Building 6 outside the USSOCOM 

Plaza. 
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1.2  NEED FOR PROPOSED ACTION 

The USSOCOM Plaza must be modified beyond what was proposed during initial development 

of the USSOCOM Plaza complex.  To meet the expanding needs of USSOCOM, command and 

control functions have had to be located in separate facilities both inside and outside the 

USSOCOM Plaza complex at MacDill AFB.  To improve the efficiency and security of Special 

Operations Command, a sufficiently sized facility must be constructed to permit consolidation of 

the separated functions.  To meet the need for a sufficiently sized facility, proposed 

improvements to the USSOCOM Plaza compound include demolition of Building 501A, 

construction of an addition to Building 501, construction of a new IT facility, and construction of 

a permanent parking lot.  These improvements are hereafter described as the ‘USSOCOM 

project’.   

Mobilization of forces to support the Command and Control operation has resulted in a moderate 

increase in the number of personnel at MacDill AFB.  The additional personnel have been 

provided temporary office space in trailers; however, permanent, sufficiently sized facilities are 

required to meet the long-term need of USSOCOM.   

1.3  OBJECTIVES OF THE PROPOSED ACTION 

The objective of the Proposed Action is to create additional workspace for personnel to meet 

new mission requirements and USSOCOM staff increases.  Also, to provide a centralized 

operational command and control center for USSOCOM.  The project is needed to conduct 

classified mission planning and command and control missions with co-location functions.  The 

project is also essential for USSOCOM to maintain operational readiness capabilities necessary 

to effectively accomplish assigned mission.  
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1.4  LOCATION OF PROPOSED ACTION 

The Proposed Action would take place at MacDill AFB.  The Base occupies approximately 

5,630 acres in Hillsborough County adjacent to the City of Tampa, at the southern tip of the 

Interbay Peninsula (Figure 1.1).  The Base is surrounded on three sides by Tampa Bay and 

Hillsborough Bay, and is bordered on the north by development within the City of Tampa.  The 

site proposed for the USSOCOM project (construction of the addition to Building 501, the IT 

Facility, the permanent parking lot and demolition of Building 501A) contains roughly 3.6 acres 

of land located within the USSOCOM Plaza as shown on Figure 1.1.  Building 501A would be 

demolished prior to installation of the new addition.   

1.5  THE SCOPE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

This EA identifies, describes, and evaluates potential environmental impacts associated with the 

proposed construction of the 110,000 square foot, two-story addition to Building 501, a 47,500 

square foot IT Facility, and a permanent asphalt parking lot.  This environmental analysis has 

been conducted in accordance with the President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 

regulations, Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) §1500-1508, as they implement 

the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, 42 U.S.C. §4321, et 

seq., and the Air Force Environmental Impact Analysis Process, as promulgated in 32 CFR Part 

989.   

The Federal Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) requires Federal agencies carrying out 

activities subject to the Act to provide a “consistency determination” to the relevant state agency.  

The Air Force’s Consistency Determination for the USSOCOM project is contained in Appendix 

A.  The State of Florida agrees with the Air Force’s Consistency Determination for the Proposed 

Action.   
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1.6  ENVIRONMENTAL PERMIT REQUIRMENTS 

It is anticipated that completion of this project would require application for a stormwater 

management permit from the Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWFWMD).  In 

addition, since the site is larger than one acre in area, a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 

System (NPDES) Phase II Storm water construction permit would be required. 
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SECTION 2.0   
DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND 

ALTERNATIVES 

This section provides a description of the Proposed Action and alternatives to the Proposed 

Action.  The Proposed Action is to provide a centralized operational command and control 

center for USSOCOM through the expansion of existing facilities and construction of new 

facilities within the USSOCOM Plaza.  Under the Proposed Action a 110,000 square foot, two-

story addition would be constructed onto Building 501.  Prior to construction of this addition, 

Building 501A would be demolished.  The Proposed Action also includes construction of a new, 

47,500 square foot IT Facility and a permanent asphalt parking lot.  Under the No Action 

alternative, the addition to Building 501, the IT Facility, and the permanent parking lot would 

not be constructed at MacDill AFB, and USSOCOM personnel would continue working in the 

temporary trailers both within and outside the USSOCOM Plaza.  Portions of the information 

technology functions would continue to be dispersed in off-base leased facilities with potentially 

serious antiterrorism/force protection repercussions. 

2.1  SELECTION CRITERIA 

Due to the nature of business conducted at USSOCOM, the Building 501 addition and the IT 

Facility are required to be located within a secure, force protected area of MacDill AFB, 

preferably within the USSOCOM plaza which provides an additional level of force protection.  

Selecting a location for the USSOCOM Addition and IT Facility that is in close proximity to the 

existing USSOCOM Facilities (Building 501, 501B and 501C) is important to insuring 

operational efficiency and productivity within USSOCOM organizations. 
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2.2  DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION 

The Proposed Action is demolition of Building 501A (a previous addition to Building 501), 

construction of a 110,000 square foot two-story addition to replace Building 501A, construction 

of a new two-story IT facility, and construction of a permanent parking lot (Figure 2.1.1). The 

permanent facility and ancillary equipment (i.e. support building for generators and UPS, pad-

mounted transformer, etc.) would be located on the west side of and attached to Building 501.  

Building 501 is located within the antiterrorism/force protection controlled access plaza of 

USSOCOM.  The site proposed for construction of the new addition is currently an existing 

building (501A) and an asphalt-parking surface.  The 501A Building construction would consist 

of pre-cast concrete exterior wall panels, to match existing Building 501 architecture, 

constructed on a reinforced concrete foundation (on piles) with a concrete floor slab and 

supported by structural steel framing.  In addition, the facility would include a built-up roof 

system, fire protection, electrical, mechanical, plumbing, assured communications architecture, 

security systems, and utilities.  The facility would provide full backup electrical power 

generation and partial Uninterruptible Power Supply (UPS).  In addition to the new addition, the 

project would also include a loading dock/receiving area, landscaping, vehicle parking, 

underground communications infrastructure, and antiterrorism/force protection measures.  

Heating and cooling would also be provided.  Parking spaces displaced by construction of the 

addition would be replaced through construction of a new parking lot on the site of an existing 

limestone gravel lot located across Tampa Point Boulevard on the east side of Buildings 501B/C.  

The new parking lot would require stormwater retention and treatment in accordance with the 

requirements of SWFWMD.  Additionally, retention would, to the extent practical, attenuate 

post-development flows to a level of approximately pre-development to minimize the impact 

upon downstream structures.  Drainage for the building addition would not materially change the 

existing conditions as the footprint of the addition is an existing parking lot.  Roof drains and site 

grading would be routed to the existing storm drainage system.  Existing utilities are available 

within the USSOCOM plaza to support the new addition.  Existing overhead primary electric 
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would feed a new pad mounted transformer.  A six-inch water main runs north/south between 

Buildings 501A and 501 and would provide for potable water needs including fire protection.  

Existing fire hydrants would be removed and relocated as necessary and, if required, new 

hydrants would be added.  A 15-inch sanitary sewer runs along Tampa Point Boulevard along 

the northwest and the new building sewer would discharge into the gravity sewer.  

Communication connectivity would be accomplished by tying into the existing “Protected 

Distribution System” (PDS) consisting of several conduits leading from Buildings 540 and 6 to 

Building 501.  Due to the sensitive nature and ensuring the integrity of secure communications, 

the National Security Agency insists on the PDS conduits being secured and readily inspected. 

The Information Technology facility and ancillary equipment would be located just east of 

Building 501B/C.  The facility would be constructed of reinforced concrete foundation on piles, 

a concrete floor slab, structural steel framing, and a built-up roof system.  Other improvements 

include fire protection, electrical, mechanical, plumbing, assured communications architecture, 

security systems, and utilities.  The IT facility would be located within the antiterrorism/force 

protection controlled access plaza of USSOCOM.  The site is currently a temporary parking lot.  

Building construction would consist of pre-cast concrete exterior wall panels to match existing 

Building 501C.  Storm water drainage, utilities, and communication connectivity would be 

similar to what has been mentioned above. 

2.3  DESCRIPTION OF THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

Under the No Action alternative, no demolition or construction of additions to Building 501 

would occur, nor would construction of the IT Facility and the new permanent parking lot occur.  

Under this alternative there would be no impacts to the 100-year floodplain because the status 

quo would be maintained.  There would be no risk of damage to facilities within the 100-year 

floodplain since temporary flooding would not damage the parking lot.  This is not considered a 

viable alternative by USSOCOM due to the unique requirements for the mission planning, 

command and control, and information technology functions. Part of this function currently 
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resides in temporary trailers next to Building 6 and portions of the information technology 

functions are currently dispersed in off-base leased facilities resulting in the potential for serious 

antiterrorism/force protection repercussions.  Under the No Action Alternative the parking needs 

of USSOCOM personnel would be partially met since the existing temporary parking areas 

would still be used; however, parking short falls would still exist since the existing USSOCOM 

parking areas do not have sufficient amount of spaces to satisfy the increasing number of 

USSOCOM personnel. Given the current international situation, and the United States lead role 

in the fight against global terrorism the threat of attack is real, implementation of the No Action 

Alternative could dramatically impact the mission of the various command organizations.      

2.4  ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT ELIMINATED FROM FURTHER STUDY 

Two alternatives were considered for the USSOCOM Project; Utilization of existing MacDill 

AFB facilities and Direct Compensation Alternative for off-base office space.   

Under the existing facility alternative, the proposed modifications to the USSOCOM plaza 

would not be completed as described in the proposed action and USSOCOM would utilize and 

remodel, as necessary, an existing facility on MacDill AFB.  This alternative would provide a 

permanent facility(ies) for USSOCOM personnel; however, the highly secure and sensitive 

mission planning and command and control function would continue to be located outside the 

USSOCOM Antiterrorism/Force Protection (AT/FP) perimeter.  The synergy which 

CDRUSSOCOM requires would be lost without this function adjacent to Building 501.  

Furthermore, most of the usable space on MacDill AFB is already occupied, and an analysis of 

the current office space available determined that there are no sufficiently sized, unoccupied 

facilities in close proximity to USSOCOM.  Close proximity to the USSOCOM Plaza would be 

preferred to improve efficiency and security and to provide the secure communications 

connectivity via PDS.  This severely limits the options available when choosing an existing 

facility to house this function.  Since no sufficiently sized, vacant facilities are currently 

available in close proximity to the USSOCOM Plaza and a proximal location is required to meet 
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security and PDS requirements, this alternative was not considered viable and was not evaluated 

further in this EA. 

Using the Direct Compensation Alternative for off-base office space was identified, and 

determined to be impracticable for economic, security, and logistical reasons. An analysis of the 

current office space available determined that a sufficiently sized facility must be located in 

close proximity to USSOCOM in order to provide the secure communications connectivity via 

PDS.  Additionally, utilization of an off-base facility would require duplication of anti 

terrorism/force protection measures currently in place at USSOCOM.  Finally, the synergy 

which CDRUSSOCOM requires would be lost without this function adjacent to Building 501. 

This severely limits the options available when choosing an off-base facility to house this 

function.  Since a proximal location is required to meet security and PDS requirements, this 

alternative was not considered viable and was not evaluated further in this EA.    
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2.5  COMPARISON OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION 

AND ALTERNATIVES 

Table 2.6.1 Comparison of Environmental Consequences 
 
Environmental 
Resources 

Alternative A – Proposed  
Action 

Alternative B – No Action 

Air Quality Short-term – Minor Adverse 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Noise Short-term – Minor Adverse 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Hazardous 
Materials/Wastes/Stored Fuels 

Short-term – Minor Adverse 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Water Resources Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Floodplains Short-term – Minor Adverse 
Impact 
Long-term – Minor Positive 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Biological Resources Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Geology and Soils Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Socioeconomics Short-term – Minor Positive 
Long-term – Minor Positive 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Cultural Resources Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Transportation Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Safety and Occupational Health Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Environmental Justice Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Indirect and Cumulative Impacts Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 

Short-term – No Impact 
Long-term – No Impact 
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SECTION 3.0  AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

This section describes the characteristics of the existing natural and man-made environment that 

could be affected by implementation of the Proposed Action including all considered 

alternatives.  This section establishes the basis for assessing impacts of the alternatives on the 

affected environment provided in Section 4.0. 

3.1  AIR QUALITY 

The Clean Air Act (CAA), as amended in 1977 and 1990, provides the basis for regulating air 

pollution to the atmosphere.  The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) set 

air quality standards for six “criteria” pollutants:  carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide 

(NO2), ozone (O3), sulfur oxides (SOx), measured as sulfur dioxide (SO2), lead (Pb), and 

particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 10 micrometers  (PM10).  

These standards are the cornerstone of the CAA.  Although not directly enforceable, they are the 

benchmark for the establishment of emission limitations by the states for the pollutants USEPA 

determines may endanger public health or welfare. 

The Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County (EPC) is responsible for 

issuing and enforcing the CAA Title V Air Operation Permit (Permit No. 0570141-001-AV 

issued 21 Oct 99) for MacDill AFB.  The 1998 air emission inventory at MacDill AFB found the 

installation is a major source of nitrogen oxides with potential emissions of 184 tons per year. 

The USEPA tracks compliance with the air quality standards through designation of a particular 

region as “attainment” or “non-attainment.”  MacDill AFB is located in Hillsborough County 

within the West Central Florida Intrastate Air Quality Control Region (AQCR).  Hillsborough 

County currently meets the EPA air quality standards for all criteria pollutants (60 FR 62748, 

December 7, 1995).  The county was formerly non-attainment for ozone, but is currently in 

maintenance of attainment. 
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3.2  NOISE 

The day-night average sound level (DNL) developed to evaluate the total daily community noise 

environment applies here.  In June 1980, the Federal Interagency Committee on Urban Noise 

published guidelines relating DNL values to compatible land uses.  This committee was 

composed of representatives from the U.S. Departments of Defense, Transportation, and 

Housing and Urban Development; the USEPA; and the Veterans Administration.  Since their 

issuance, Federal agencies have generally adopted their guidelines for noise analysis.  Most 

agencies have identified 65 dB DNL as a criterion that protects those most affected by noise and 

that can often be achieved on a practical basis. 

Base activities that have the highest potential source of noise impacts are the aircraft/airspace 

operations.  The Air Installation Compatible Use Zone (AICUZ) Study (1996) plotted the day-

night average sound level (DNL) from 65 to 80 dB for a typical busy day at MacDill.  The DNL 

contours reflect the aircraft operations at MacDill AFB.  The DNL 65 dB contour covers the 

main runway, and extends about one mile southwest over Tampa Bay, and about 1.5 miles 

northeast over Hillsborough Bay.   The proposed USSOCOM project is located outside the 65 

dB contour. 

3.3  WASTES, HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, AND STORED FUEL 

Hazardous wastes generated at MacDill AFB include solvents, fuels, lubricants, stripping 

materials, used oils, waste paint-related materials, and other miscellaneous wastes.  The 

responsibility for managing hazardous waste lies with the generating organization and 6th 

CES/CEV.  Wastes come from approximately 50 locations throughout the Base and are managed 

at satellite accumulation points base-wide. 

Approximately 105 operations base-wide use hazardous materials.  Hazardous materials on-base 

include various organic solvents, chlorine, freon, paints, thinners, oils, lubricants, compressed 

gases, pesticides, herbicides, nitrates, and chromates.  A detailed tracking and accounting system 
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is in place to identify potentially hazardous materials and to ensure that Base organizations are 

approved to use specific hazardous materials. 

The Base receives jet fuel (JP-8) at the Defense Fuel Supply Point (DFSP) by pipeline from Port 

Tampa.  JP-8 storage capacity at DFSP and MacDill AFB is over 7.5 million gallons.  Diesel, 

gasoline and heating oil are stored throughout MacDill in small to medium-sized Underground 

Storage Tanks (USTs) and Aboveground Storage Tanks (ASTs) ranging in size from 50 to 

12,000 gallons, including a 5,000-gallon diesel UST located on the south side of Building 501. 

3.4  WATER RESOURCES 

Surface water flows at the Base are primarily from stormwater runoff.  Most of the Base drains 

toward the southern tip of the Interbay Peninsula; however, the easternmost section of the Base 

drains toward Hillsborough Bay. 

The USEPA issued a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) multi-sector 

storm water general permit (No. FLR05B679) to MacDill AFB in October 1998.  This permit 

authorizes the discharge of storm water associated with industrial activity.  In accordance with 

40 CFR 112, the base has developed a Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures (SPCC) 

Plan and a Facility Response Plan given the location of the Base adjacent to navigable waters 

and shorelines, as well as the amount of fuel storage capacity existing on site. 

3.5  FLOODPLAINS 

According to information provided by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA 

Maps dated 1982-1991), 80 percent of the Base is within a 100-year coastal floodplain (see 

Figure 3-1).  The maps indicate that all the residential, industrial, and institutional (medical and 

education) land uses on the Base are within the 100-year floodplain, along with most of the 

commercial and aviation support areas.  The remaining 20% of land that is above the floodplain 

is designated primarily for airfield operations. 
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The extent of the floodplain is an important consideration for MacDill AFB because Executive 

Order (EO) 11988 - Floodplain Management, and the floodplain management criteria contained 

in 44 CFR Part 60, Criteria for Land Management and Use regulates the uses of these areas.  The 

objective of this presidential order is to avoid to the extent possible the long- and short-term 

adverse impacts associated with occupancy and modification of floodplains.  The order applies 

to all Federal agencies conducting activities and programs that may potentially affect 

floodplains.  To comply with EO 11988, before taking any action, the Air Force must evaluate 

the impacts of specific proposals in the floodplain.  The site proposed for the USSOCOM project 

is located in the 100-year coastal floodplain.   

3.6  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

A detailed description of the biological resources found at MacDill AFB is provided in the 

Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) (USAF, 2000).  MacDill’s INRMP 

has been approved by the state and Federal fish and wildlife agencies.  Land use on MacDill 

AFB includes urban, light industrial, residential, or improved vacant land.  The few undeveloped 

areas within the Base boundaries have all experienced some degree of disturbance, such as 

ditching, clearing, or the encroachment of exotic vegetation. 

The 1998 Wetland Delineation Study identified, delineated, and classified approximately 1,195 

acres of wetlands on MacDill AFB.  Mangrove wetlands are the principal scrub/shrub wetland 

community on the Base.  The mangrove community at MacDill AFB has been categorized as 

excellent wildlife habitat and is protected by state and local regulations.   

Wildlife species listed by federal or state agencies as endangered, threatened, or of special 

concern and known to occur permanently or periodically, or have the potential to occur on the 

Base are shown in Table 3.6.1 below.  In 1996, the Endangered Species Management Plan 

MacDill AFB and the Biological Survey of MacDill AFB identified the general locations of 
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protected species at MacDill AFB.  The report does not identify any protected species within the 

proposed boundaries of the USSOCOM project (USAF, 1996). 
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TABLE 3.6.1 

SUMMARY OF PROTECTED SPECIES IDENTIFIED AT MACDILL AFB 

Status Common name Scientific Name 
Federal   State 

Reptile/Amphibians 

American alligator Alligator mississippiensis T (SA) SSC 

Atlantic loggerhead turtle Caretta caretta caretta T T 

Atlantic green turtle Chelonia mydas mydas E E 

Gopher tortoise Gopherus polyphemus - SSC 

Gopher frog Rana capito C2 SSC 

Florida pine snake Pituophis melanoleucus mugitus C2 SSC 

Short-tailed snake Stilosoma extenuatum C2 T 

Birds 
Roseate spoonbill Ajaia ajaja - SSC 

Limpkin Aramus guarauna - SSC 

Burrowing owl Athene cunicularia - SSC 

Piping plover Charadrius melodus T T 

Southeastern snowy plover Charadrius alexandrinus tenuirostris C2 T 

Little blue heron Egretta caerulea C2 SSC 

Reddish egret Egretta rufescens C2 SSC 

Snowy egret Egretts thula - SSC 

Tricolored heron Egretta tricolor - SSC 

Peregrine falcon Falco peregrinus tundris T E 
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Status Common name Scientific Name 
Federal   State 

Birds (continued)   
Southeast American kestrel Falco sparverius paulus C2 E 

Florida sandhill crane Grus canadensis pratensis - T 

American oystercatcher Haematopus palliates - SSC 

Bald eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus T T 
Wood stork Mycteria Americana E E 

Brown pelican Pelecanus occidentalis - SSC 

Least tern Sterna antillarum - T 
Roseate tern Sterna dougalii T T 
Bachman’s warbler Vermivora bachmanii E E 

Black skimmer Rynchops niger - SSC 
White ibis Eudocimus albus - SSC 

Mammals 
Florida mouse Podomys floridanus C2 SSC 

West Indian (FL) manatee Trichechus manatus E E 
Fish 
Common snook Centropomus undecimalis - SSC 

Plants 
No State or Federally listed plant species are known to exist on MacDill AFB - - 

T=Threatened, T(SA)=Threatened/Similarity of Appearance, E= Endangered, SSC= Species of Special 
Concern, C2=Candidate for listing 

Source: Endangered Species Management Plan, MacDill AFB, Florida, 1996 

3.7  SOCIOECONOMICS 

The Economic Impact Region (EIR) for MacDill AFB is the geographic area within a 50-mile 

radius of the Base subject to significant Base-related economic impacts.  According to the 1998 

Economic Resource Impact Statement for MacDill AFB the total economic impact of MacDill 

AFB on the EIR was $3.5 billion with over 105,000 jobs supported.  Purchase of local labor, 

goods, and services to support base operations provides a total annual economic impact of $1.34 
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billion.  Retiree income provides a total economic impact of $2.19 billion.  The direct impact on 

local income produced by Base expenditures is $494 million. 

3.8  CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Cultural resources are prehistoric and historic sites.  These resources consist of districts, 

buildings, structures and objects that are significant in American history, architecture, 

archaeology, engineering, and culture.  Historic properties listed in or eligible for listing in the 

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) are subject to protection or consideration by a 

federal agency in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, 

as amended. 

Five archaeological sites are found on MacDill AFB.  There are no archaeological prehistoric 

sites within a one-mile radius of the proposed USSOCOM project site. 

Construction of MacDill AFB began in November 1939, and the Base was dedicated in April 

1941.  Sites and structures related to the early missions remain on Base today. A portion of the 

MacDill Field historic district is located immediately south of Building 501 along Florida Keys 

Avenue.  The USSOCOM building has always served as a command facility since its 

construction in 1969; however, the facility has not been identified as potentially eligible for the 

National Register of Historic Places.  

3.9  LAND USE 

Land use at MacDill AFB includes airfield, industrial, commercial, institutional (educational & 

medical), residential, recreational, and vacant land. These areas are delineated in MacDill AFB 

2010 Plan (USAF, 2002).  The “Base Comprehensive Plan” classifies the area of the Proposed 

Action as administrative land use.   
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3.10  TRANSPORTATION 

MacDill AFB is currently served by four operating gates.  The main gate is located at Dale 

Mabry Highway, and secondary gates are at Bayshore Boulevard and MacDill Avenue.  Due to 

an increase in force protection measures since September 11, 2001, the Dale Mabry, MacDill 

and Bayshore gates are only used for commuter traffic.  The fourth gate, located on the west side 

of the Base near Manhattan Avenue, has been reopened and is used as the sole entry point for 

commercial, contractor, delivery, and recreational vehicles. 

The transportation system on Base consists of arterials, collectors, and local streets that connect 

with the off-base network through the three gates.  On-base arterial facilities include North and 

South Boundary Roads, Bayshore Boulevard, Marina Bay Drive, and Tampa Point Boulevard.  

The 1998 traffic study determined that service levels for traffic on Base are generally acceptable. 

3.11  AIRSPACE AND AIRFIELD OPERATIONS AND BIRD AIRCRAFT STRIKE 

HAZARD 

The airspace region of influence includes the airspace within a 20-nautical-mile radius of 

MacDill AFB from the ground surface up to 10,000 feet above MSL.  Radar monitoring and 

advisories within the region are provided by the Tampa Terminal Radar Approach Control 

(TRACON).  There are 13 military and public airports, as well as five private use airports 

located within or adjacent to the controlled airspace associated with the MacDill AFB region of 

influence.  No special use airspace exists within the region. 

MacDill AFB has a bird-aircraft strike hazard plan.  It provides guidance for reducing the 

incidents of bird strikes in and around areas where flying operations occur.  The plan establishes 

provisions to disperse information on specific bird hazards and procedures for reporting 

hazardous bird activity. 
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3.12  SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH 

The MacDill AFB Asbestos Management Plan identifies procedures for management and 

abatement of asbestos.  Prior to renovation or demolition activities, asbestos sampling is 

performed; and, if present, the asbestos is removed in accordance with applicable Federal and 

State regulations. 

Building 501A would be demolished to permit construction of the new two-story addition to 

Building 501.   Some limited-scope asbestos surveys have been completed for Building 501A.  

These files are maintained on-base at 6 CEV/CES, Building 147, Room 304.  Typically, these 

surveys were completed prior to small-scale renovation projects.  Asbestos fibers were identified 

as being present in numerous screening reports on file. 

The Base engineer assumes that all structures constructed prior to 1978 possibly contain lead-

based paint (LPB).  When required, LBP abatement is accomplished in accordance with 

applicable Federal and State regulations, and Base procedures, prior to demolition activities to 

prevent any health hazards. 

Lead-based paint has not been identified in the exterior walls of Building 501A.  Sampling 

results for lead based paint (LBP) can be found in MacDill’s environmental office, please see 

Section 7.0 References for location of the sampling results. 
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SECTION 4.0   
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

Section 4.0 discusses the potential effects associated with implementation of the Proposed 

Action and the alternative to the Proposed Action.  The Proposed Action is to construct an 

addition to Building 501A, construct an IT facility, and construct a permanent parking lot at the 

locations proposed in Section 2.2.  The only alternative evaluated further in this EA is the No 

Action alternative which would implement no construction and USSOCOM would continue to 

operate out of geographically separated facilities.   

4.1  AIR QUALITY 

4.1.1  Proposed Action 

Air quality impacts would occur during implementation of the USSOCOM project; however, 

these air quality impacts would be temporary. 

Fugitive dust (particulate matter: suspended and PM10) and construction vehicle exhaust 

emissions would be generated by (1) equipment traffic; and (2) entrainment of dust particles by 

the action of the wind on exposed soil surfaces and debris.  Fugitive dust emissions would be 

greatest during site preparation and grading for the USSOCOM project.  Emissions would vary 

daily.  Dust would be generated by equipment travel over temporary roads and would fall rapidly 

within a short distance from the source. 

Pollutants from construction equipment and vehicle engine exhausts include nitrogen oxides 

(NOx), carbon monoxide (CO), PM10, and VOCs.  Internal combustion engine exhausts would be 

temporary and, like fugitive dust emissions, would not result in long-term impacts.  Pollutant 

emission estimates are presented in Appendix C and summarized in Table 4.1.1. 
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Table 4.1.1 Proposed Action Air Emissions at MacDill AFB 

Pollutant Proposed Action 
Annual Emissions (tpy) 

Hillsborough County 
Emissions Inventorya 

(tpy) 

Net Change 
(%) 

De minimis 
Valuesc (tpy) 

Above/ Below 
De minimis 

CO 17.03 19,272 0.01 100 Below 

VOC 6.58 27,703 0.003 100 Below 

NOX 19.44 82,563 0.001 100 Below 

SOX 0.96 NA -- 100 Below 

PM10b 1.58 NA -- 100 Below 

Pb -- 53 -- 25 -- 

  
 a Based on stationary permitted emissions presented in 1997 Ozone Emissions Inventory, EPC. 
 b PM10 estimated as 50 percent of the 1990 tpy reported for TSP 
 c Source: 40 CFR 93.153, November 30, 1993. 
    tpy Tons per year 
   % Percent 

4.1.2  No-Action Alternative 

Because the status quo would be maintained, there would be no impacts to air quality under the 

No-Action alternative. 

4.1.3  Cumulative Air Quality Impacts 

The cumulative air impacts would include air sources from other proposed construction projects 

on MacDill AFB.  Table 4A in Appendix C presents the estimated air emissions calculated for 

projects proposed for the near future, during the timeframe that construction and demolition 

activities would be completed.  Based on the calculations provided in Appendix C, 

implementation of the Proposed Action would not result in cumulative air impacts that exceed 

Hillsborough County’s guidance standards. 

4.2  NOISE 

The primary human response to environmental noise is annoyance  (AIHA, 1986).  The degree 

of annoyance has been found to correlate well with the DNL.  Annoyance for short-term 
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activities, such as construction noise and fire fighting, could be influenced by other factors such 

as awareness and attitude toward the activity creating the noise. 

Several social surveys have been conducted in which people’s reaction to their noise 

environment has been determined as a function of DNL occurring outside their homes.  

Guidelines have been developed for individual land uses based upon the information collected in 

these surveys and upon information concerning activity interference.  For various land uses, the 

level of acceptability of the noise environment is dependent upon the activity that is conducted 

and the level of annoyance, hearing loss, speech interference, and sleep interference that results 

there from. 

4.2.1  Proposed Action 

Noise impacts associated with the Proposed Action would result from implementation of the 

USSOCOM project.  The degree of noise impacts would be a function of the noise generated by 

construction equipment, the location and sensitivity of nearby land uses, and the timing and 

duration of the noise-generating activities.  Normally, construction activities are carried out in 

stages and each stage has its own noise characteristics based on the mixture of construction 

equipment in use.   

The closest sensitive receptors are occupants of the USSOCOM facility (Building 501, 501A, B, 

and C), and Public Access Building.  Construction activities would be conducted during the day 

which coincides with business hours at USSOCOM.  This increases the potential for negative 

effects to sensitive noise receptors.  However, noise levels from construction would not likely 

interfere with operations in adjacent facilities.   

Noise impacts associated with construction of the IT facility and permanent parking lot would be 

dramatically less than those associated with the addition to Building 501 since adjacent facilities 

are  further away from the proposed construction sites.  The closest buildings to IT Facility and 

parking lot sites are Buildings 501 B and C to the west across Tampa Point Boulevard and the 
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Public Access building to the south.  All of these facilities are more than 100 feet from the 

nearest edge of the proposed construction sites.  In general, the noise impacts associated with 

construction would be temporary and considered minor. 

4.2.2  No-Action Alternative 

Under the No-Action Alternative no new noise impacts would occur since no demolition or 

construction would occur. 

4.3  WASTES, HAZARDOUS MATERIAL, AND STORED FUEL 

The following section describes sanitary wastewater treatment, solid waste collection and 

disposal, hazardous material and waste management, and stored fuels management. 

4.3.1  Proposed Action 

A temporary increase in the generation of solid waste would occur during construction for the 

USSOCOM project.  Local off-base waste handling services/facilities have sufficient capacity to 

handle this increased output.  The Proposed Action, would result in a minor increase in the 

number of personnel on base.  However, the increase in solid waste generation would be within 

the capacity of the local off-base waste handling services capacity. 

The Proposed Action would result in a minor increase in the number of personnel on base.  

However, the net increase in wastewater discharge to the base wastewater treatment plant is not 

substantial and would not impact operation of the plant or exceed the plants treatment capacity 

since the WWTP is currently only operating at half of its permitted capacity. 

Hazardous wastes/materials, such as paint, adhesives, and solvents, would be on site during 

construction of the new housing units.  All hazardous wastes/materials would be temporarily 

stored and disposed of per Base procedures.  All construction related hazardous wastes/materials, 

including petroleum products, would be removed and disposed of according to Base procedures 

Page 29 OF 44  



 
Environmental Consequences 

Environmental Assessment for 
Construct USSOCOM Addition, IT Facility and 

A Permanent Parking Lot
MacDill AFB, Florida 

 

January 2004           

following the completion of tasks.  The disposal of such waste would be in compliance with 

established Base procedures.  No adverse effects from hazardous materials or waste would occur 

during construction of the USSOCOM project. 

Previous, limited scope surveys of Building 501A have detected asbestos containing building 

materials.  Lead-based paint was not detected in the previous sampling of the exterior walls of 

Building 501A.  Prior to demolishing Building 501A, a lead-based paint survey and asbestos 

survey of the facility would be completed. If asbestos and lead-based paint-containing materials 

are identified during the survey, these materials must be abated prior to beginning demolition.  

Any materials containing asbestos must be removed by a licensed asbestos contractor in 

accordance with all Federal, state and local guidelines.  An independent environmental 

consulting firm shall perform environmental monitoring of the work area during the asbestos 

abatement work. 

There are no Installation Restoration Program (IRP) sites within the SOCOM Plaza.  Therefore, 

contact with contaminated soil or groundwater would not be expected during the project.  

However, if contaminated media is encountered during construction, the material would be 

managed in accordance with IRP guidelines and would not represent a significant impact to the 

project.  If proper precautions are taken during construction, including the use of approved 

personal protective equipment (PPE) and clothing, the proposed construction activities would not 

represent a significant health and safety concern.  In addition, the demolition contractor would be 

required to develop a site-specific Health & Safety Plan prior to initiating construction activities 

at the site.  If these precautions and advanced planning actions are completed, the proposed 

construction activities should not present an adverse effect to the environment or the health and 

safety of the construction workers. 

The Proposed Action would have no impact on stored fuels management and environmental 

compliance at the Base. 
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4.3.2  No-Action Alternative 

Under the No-Action Alternative, no impacts to wastes or hazardous material or stored fuels 

would occur since there would be no change in the existing conditions.  

4.4  WATER RESOURCES 

4.4.1  Proposed Action 

A small amount of soil erosion would occur during construction and demolition activities since 

the soil surface would be exposed and disturbed at work locations during the project.  Soil 

erosion in areas that are disturbed would be controlled by implementation of a sediment and 

erosion control plan, including implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs).  This EA 

has been prepared under the assumption that the construction and demolition sites would, at a 

minimum, be covered with a clean layer of graded and grassed fill.  Silt fencing would be 

installed around the perimeter of the proposed construction and demolition sites to control 

erosion caused by stormwater runoff.  There would be no long-term impacts to water resources 

once the project is complete. 

Under the Proposed Action, there would be no direct or indirect discharges to groundwater.  No 

negative impacts to groundwater would occur with implementation of the Proposed Action.  

Potable water would be required for USSOCOM Addition and the new IT Facility and the 

increase in USSOCOM personnel would have a minor impact on potable resources; however, the 

increase in potable water consumption is negligible when compared to total base usage and the 

base potable water system can easily handle the increase in usage.   

4.4.2  No Action Alternative  

Under the No Action alternative, there would be no change to the current conditions and no 

impact to water resources would occur with implementation of this alternative.  
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4.5  FLOODPLAINS 

In accordance with the requirements of EO 11988, the Air Force must demonstrate that there is 

no practicable alternative to carrying out the proposed action within the coastal floodplain.  No 

other practicable sites were identified during the initial siting phase, and potential siting 

locations were limited due to the nature of the project. 

4.5.1  Proposed Action 

The USSOCOM project would be located entirely in the 100-year floodplain.  Both the 

USSOCOM Addition and the IT Facility would be constructed on a sufficient volume of fill 

material to raise the building foundations above the 100-year coastal floodplain elevation (11 ft 

msl).  Elevating the new buildings above the floodplain would reduce the risk of flood loss and 

dramatically reduce the impacts from floods on human safety, health and welfare.  Construction 

of the USSOCOM project would increase the amount of impervious surface within the 

floodplain; however the increase in impervious surface would be compensated for through 

construction of stormwater retention areas which collect stormwater runoff and direct it back 

into the ground.   

4.5.2  No Action Alternative  

There would be no changes to existing conditions with implementation of the No Action 

alternative and there would be no impacts to the floodplain. 

4.6  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

4.6.1  Proposed Action 

No major wetland areas are located in or adjacent to areas proposed for construction for the 

USSOCOM project.  MacDill’s construction program practices would ensure that silt fencing is 
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installed around the perimeter of the construction area; consequently, implementation of the 

Proposed Action should have no impact on the wetlands. 

Section 3.6.4 identifies the Federal- and State-listed species that potentially occur at MacDill 

AFB.  The USSOCOM project site has been inspected by the MacDill AFB natural resources 

manager who determined that no threatened or endangered species or critical habitat would be 

impacted by construction activities at the site.  Coordination with the USFWS has been 

completed to insure compliance with the Endangered Species Act and confirm that the project 

would have no impact on listed species (Appendix D). 

4.6.2  No Action Alternative 

No new construction or demolition would occur with implementation of the No Action 

alternative and no impacts to biological resources would occur. 

4.7  SOCIOECONOMICS 

4.7.1  Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action would cost approximately $25.5 million to complete, based on 2003 cost 

estimates.  This would equal approximately 5.1% of the nearly $494 million annual expenditures 

that MacDill AFB provides to the local economy, and would constitute a moderate beneficial 

impact.  The Proposed Action would also have a minor beneficial impact on the work force in 

the region during the construction period. 

4.7.2  No-Action Alternative 

Under the No-Action Alternative, no impacts to socioeconomic resources would occur. 
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4.8  CULTURAL RESOURCES 

4.8.1  Proposed Action  

No historic architectural resources are recorded within the Proposed Action site boundaries and 

no adverse effects to cultural resources would occur during completion of the Proposed Action. 

The SHPO concurrence letter is provided in Appendix D. 

4.8.2  No Action Alternative 

Under the No-Action Alternative, no impacts to cultural resources would occur. 

4.9  LAND USE  

4.9.1  Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action would involve modification and improvements to the USSOCOM plaza 

and would not alter the land use for the area, which is currently designated as administrative 

land-use.  Consequently, no impacts to land use would result from the Proposed Action. 

4.9.2  No Action Alternative  

Under the No-Action Alternative, no impacts to land use would be incurred. 

4.10  TRANSPORTATION 

4.10.1  Proposed Action 

No long-term or short term adverse effects to transportation around the base would result from 

the Proposed Action.   
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4.10.2  No-Action Alternative 

No impacts on transportation would be incurred under the No-Action alternative. 

4.11  AIRSPACE/AIRFIELD OPERATIONS AND BIRD-AIRCRAFT STRIKE HAZARD 

Neither the Proposed Action nor the No Action alternative would have an impact on 

Airspace/Airfield Operations or Bird-Aircraft Strike Hazard. 

4.12  SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH 

4.12.1  Proposed Action 

The proposed construction activities for the project would pose safety hazards to the workers 

similar to those associated with typical industrial construction projects, such as falls, slips, heat 

stress, and machinery injuries.  Construction would not involve any unique hazards and all 

construction methods would comply with OSHA requirements to ensure the protection of 

workers and the general public during construction.  Vigilant but not controlling governmental 

oversight of contractor activities would help assure OSHA compliance.  

Prior to demolition, lead-based paint and asbestos containing building materials would be 

managed in accordance with procedures outlined in 4.3.1. 

4.12.2  No-Action Alternative  

No impacts on safety and occupational health would be incurred under the No-Action 

Alternative. 

4.13  ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

Implementation of the USSOCOM project at MacDill AFB would not affect minority or low-

income populations.  There are no minorities or low-income populations in the area around the 
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USSOCOM plaza, and thus, there would be no disproportionately high or adverse impacts on 

such populations.  No adverse environmental impacts would occur outside MacDill AFB.  

Therefore, no adverse effects on minority and low-income populations would occur as a result of 

the USSOCOM project. 

4.14  INDIRECT AND CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

There are no site-specific direct or indirect impacts associated with implementation of the 

USSOCOM project at MacDill AFB.  As indicated in Table 4A in Appendix C, this project when 

combined with other ongoing construction projects on MacDill AFB would not result in 

cumulative impacts to air quality.  Likewise, no cumulative impacts to noise would result from 

this project since there are no other large construction projects proposed or on-going in the near 

vicinity of the USSOCOM plaza and noise level dissipate quickly with distance from the 

construction site.  The Hillsborough County landfill has an estimated 20+ years to reach full 

capacity based on current loading rates which suggests there is sufficient capacity to handle the 

demolition material as well as the volume of solid waste generated post-construction.  There 

would be no cumulative impacts to potable water since water is supplied by the City of Tampa 

via pipeline which can easily handle the negligible increase in water consumption.  Although the 

project would result in a net increase in impervious surface, the design includes construction of 

sufficiently sized stormwater retention ponds which would collect all of the stormwater from the 

newly constructed facilities and direct it back into the ground through infiltration.  Currently, all 

proposed or on-going construction projects on MacDill AFB include construction of sufficiently 

sized stormwater retention structures which compensate for any increases in impervious surface 

by directing stormwater back into the ground.  Consequently, this project, when combined with 

other proposed or on-going construction projects within MacDill AFB would not result in 

cumulative impacts to the floodplain.  The project would have no impact on biological resources, 

cultural resources, land use, transportation, or airspace/airfield operations, and would therefore 

not result in cumulative impacts for these resources.  Any cumulative impacts to socioeconomic 
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resources would be positive since this project, along with other on MacDill AFB infuses money 

into the local economy supporting local labor pools and suppliers. 

4.15  UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS 

There are no significant unavoidable adverse impacts associated with implementation of the 

USSOCOM project. 

4.16  RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SHORT-TERM USES AND ENHANCEMENT OF 

LONG TERM PRODUCTIVITY 

Construction of the addition to Building 501, as well as construction of the IT Facility would 

greatly improve the efficiency for the USSOCOM organization, which would in turn improve 

productivity.  The project would have a positive effect on morale for USSOCOM personnel, 

which, in turn, can improve productivity. 

4.17  IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES 

The Proposed Action would irreversibly commit fuels, manpower, construction materials, and 

costs related to construction and demolition. 
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SECTION 5.0  PERSONS CONTACTED 

Ken Domako 
6 CES/CER 
Installation Restoration Program 
7621Hillsborough Loop Drive 
MacDill AFB, FL 33621 
1-813-828-0776 

Anthony Gennaro   
MacDill Air Force Base 
Installation Restoration Program 
7621 Hillsborough Loop Dr. 
MacDill AFB, FL 33621-5207 
1-813-828-4554 

Laura Kammerer  
Division of Historical Resources 
Compliance Review Section 
500 S Bronough St. 
Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 
1-800-847-7278 
 

Jack Moore  
Southwest Florida Water Management 
District 
7601 U.S. Highway 301 North 
Tampa, FL 33637 
1-813-985-7481 

Bryan Pridgen  
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
9549 Koger Blvd Suite 111 
St. Petersburg, FL 33702 
1-727-570-5398 
 

Isaac Chandler  
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation 
Commission 
3900 Dranefield Road 
Lakeland. FL 33811 
1-863-648-3203 

Jasmine Raffington  
FL Coastal Management Program 
Florida State Clearing House 
2555 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL  32399-2100 
1-850-414-6568 

Bob Fisher 
6 CES/CEC 
2610 Pink Flamingo Avenue 
MacDill AFB, FL 33621 
1-813-828-8685 

Rob Rich 
Asbestos and Lead Based Paint Program 
7621Hillsborough Loop Drive 
MacDill AFB, FL 33621 
1-813-828-3393 

Jason Lichtenstein 
Air Quality Program 
7621Hillsborough Loop Drive 
MacDill AFB, FL 33621 
1-813-828-2718 

Dan Arrendale 
Hazardous Waste Program 
7621Hillsborough Loop Drive 
MacDill AFB, FL 33621 
1-813-828-0461 

David Powers 
6 CES/CEC 
2610 Pink Flamingo Avenue 
MacDill AFB, FL 33621 
1-813-828-6336 
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Lt. Mark Rouleau 
6 CES/CEC 
2610 Pink Flamingo Avenue 
MacDill AFB, FL 33621 
1-813-828-3006 
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SECTION 6.0   
LIST OF PREPARERS 

 
Ms. Bridget Fogel 
Professional Service Industries 
5801 Benjamin Center Drive, Suite 112 
Tampa, FL 33634 
Voice: (813) 886-1075 
Fax: (813) 888-6514 
e-mail: bridget.grant@psiusa.com 
 
Ms. Jackelyn Acevedo 
Professional Service Industries 
5801 Benjamin Center Drive, Suite 112 
Tampa, FL 33634 
Voice: (813) 886-1075 
Fax: (813) 888-6514 
e-mail: jackelyn.acevedo@psiusa.com 
 
Mr. Jason Kirkpatrick 
6 CES/CEVN 
7621 Hillsborough Loop Dr. 
MacDill AFB, FL  33621-5207 
Voice: (813) 828-0459 
Fax:  (813) 828-2212 
e-mail: jason.kirkpatrick@macdill.af.mil 
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SOCOM Addition and Information Technology 
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Appendix A 

Consistency Statement 

Environmental Assessment for 
Construction of an Addition to USSCOM 

Command and Control Facility, an 
Information Technology Facility, and a 

Permanent Parking Lot 
MacDill AFB, Florida 

APPENDIX A 
CONSISTENCY STATEMENT 

This consistency statement will examine the potential environmental consequences of the 
Proposed Action and ascertain the extent to which the consequences of the Proposed 
Action are consistent with the objectives of Florida Coastal Management Program 
(CMP). 

Of the Florida Statutory Authorities included in the CMP, impacts in the following areas 
are addressed in the EA: beach and shore preservation (Chapter 161), historic 
preservation (Chapter 267), economic development and tourism (Chapter 288), public 
transportation (Chapters 334 and 339), saltwater living resources (Chapter 370), living 
land and freshwater resource (Chapter 372), water resources (Chapter 373), 
environmental control (Chapter 403), and soil and water conservation (Chapter 582). 
This consistency statement discusses how the proposed options may meet the CMP 
objectives. 

CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION 

Chapter 161: Beach and Shore Preservation 

No disturbances to the base's canals are foreseen unde; the Proposed Action or 
Alternative Actions. 

Chapter 267: Historic Preservation 

The Air Force and the Florida State Historic Preservation Officer have determined that 
there are two areas on MacDill AFB with buildings that are potentially eligible for the 
National Register of Historic Places. The Proposed Action site is not located in either of 
the historic districts. Consultations between the Air Force and State Historical 
Preservation Officer have been completed to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act. 

Chapter 288: Economic Development and Tourism 

The EA presents the new employment impact and net income impact of the Proposed 
Action and alternatives. The options would not have significant adverse effects on any 
key Florida industries or economic diversification efforts. 

The EA quantitatively addresses potential impacts to transportation systems and planning 
and implementation of transportation improvements. 
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Appendix A 

Consistency Statement 

Chapter 372: Saltwater Living Resources 

Environmental Assessment for 
Construction of an Addition to USSCOM 

Command and Control Facility, an 
Information Technology Facility, and a 

Permanent Parking Lot 
MacDill AFB, Florida 

The EA addresses potential impacts to local water bodies. Water quality impacts were 
surveyed for existing conditions at the Proposed Action and alternatives. Results indicate 
that no significant long-term impacts would result from the Proposed Action or 
alternatives. 

Chapter 372: Living Land and Freshwater Resources 

Threatened and endangered species, major plant communities, conservation of native 
habitat, and mitigation of potential impacts to the resources are addressed in the EA. The 
Proposed Action and alternatives would not result in permanent disturbance to native 
habitat and should not impact threatened or endangered species. 

Chapter 3 73: Water Resources 

There would be no impacts to surface water or groundwater quality under the Proposed 
Action or alternatives as discussed in the EA. 

Chapter 403: Environmental Control 

The EA addresses the issues of conservation and protection of environmentally sensitive 
living resources; protection of groundwater and surface water quality and quantity; 
potable water supply; protection of air quality; minimization of adverse hydrogeologic 
impacts; protection of endangered or threatened species; solid, sanitary, and hazardous 
waste disposal; and protection of floodplains and wetlands. Where impacts to these 
resources can be identified, possible mitigation measures are suggested. Implementation 
of mitigation will, for the most part, be the responsibility ofMacDill AFB. 

Chapter 582: Soil and Water Conservation 

The EA addresses the potential of the Proposed Action and alternatives to disturb soil and 
presents possible measures to prevent or minimize soil erosion. Impacts to groundwater 
and surface water resources also are discussed in the EA. 

CONCLUSION 

The Air Force finds that the conceptual Proposed Action and alternatives plans presented 
in the EA are consistent with Florida's CMP. 
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REQUEST FOR ENVIRONMENTAl IMPACT ANALYSIS 
!

Report Control Symbol 

RCS: 03 I Olf ... 06 
INSTRUCTIONS: Section I to be completed by Proponent; Sections II and Ill. to be completed by Environmental Planning Function. Continue on separate sheets 

as necessary. Reference appropriate item number(s). 

SECTION I • PROPONENT INFORMATION 

1. TO (Environmental Planning Function) 2. FROM (Proponent organization and functional address symbol) 

6 CES/CE HQ USSOCOM/SOCS-EN 

3. TITLE OF PROPOSED ACTION 

Construct an addition to the Command and Control Facility and an Information Technolqgy Facility_ (In. 
4. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION (Identify decision to be made and need date) • 

2a. TELEPHONE NO. 

818-828-6336 

Provide an addition to the Command and Control Facility and construct an Information Technology Facility to fulfill the 7 Dec 02 
SECDEF guidance directing USSOCOM to be a supported command with a new mission on the war on terror. 
5. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES fDOPAA) (Provide sufficient details for evaluation of the total action.) 

Provide an 83,000SF addition to SOlA and a 47 ,SOOSF IT facility as shown on the attached site plan and described on the attached 
DD Form 1391s. The 7 Dec 02 SECDEF directive concerning the Global War on Terrorism/USSOCOM is the principle authority 
6. PROPONENT APPROVAL (Name and Grade) 6 '.,.,IRE 6b. DATE 

Harold D. Bosse PE, GS15 ""'-~·:;:_ ~~~ ,. 
Command Engineer ~ • 20030307 
SECTION II • PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL SURVEY. (Check appropriate box and describe potential environmental effects 

Including cumulative effects.) ( + - positive effect; 0 = no effect; - = adverse effect; U = unknown effect) 

7. AIR INSTALLATION COMPATIBLE U~E ZONE/LAND USE (Noise, accident potential, encroachment, etc.)( ~ t..(h/c$ 
B. AIR QUALITY (Emissions, attainment stiltus, state implementation plan, etc.) IIIJ 1 

f¥•10. 

9. WATER RESOURCES (Quality, quantity, source, etc.) lt(..~ 

10. SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH (Asbestos/radiation/chemica/ exposure, explosives safety qu~ntiJr;StitJance, li1Jdlyff11ife 0) 
aircraft hazard, etc.) B,:l/ ~ / l,.f(? r ..., 

12. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (WetlandS/floodplains, threatened or endangered species, etc.) I\ JlL "{ (1{ D 1 

13. cuLTURAL RESOURCES (Native American burial sites, archaeological, historical. etc.Ja .Jk ~ { ") ( ll1 

14. GEOLOGY AND SOILS (Topography, minerals, geothermal. lnstaHation Restoration Progra!. seismicity, eta.)[ vv&~ 

15. SOCIOECONOMIC fEmptoyment/population projections. school and local fiscal impacts, etc.) ~ ~ '{_~~ ( 01 

16, OTHER (Potential impacts not addressed above.) 

SECTION Ill -ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS DETERMINATION 

17. U PROPOSED ACTION QUALIFIES FOR CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION (CATEXI # ; OR 

fXl PROPOSED ACTION DOES NOT QUALIFY FOR A CATEX; FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS IS REQUIRED. 

18. REMARKS 

+ 0 - u 

X 

)( 

X 

'(_ 

')( 

Y... 

}( 

X 
) 

X 

~ 

MacDill AFB is located in a maintenance area for the following criteria pollutant: Ozone. Direct emissions from construction and 
indirect emissions from visiting traffic and/or follow-on operations, when totaled are less than the de minimus amounts in 40 CFR 
93.153, therefore, a confonnity analysis is not required. 

19, ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING FUNCTION CERTIFICATION 
/Name and Grade) 

MARK J. MEYERS, Col, USAF 
't r: ,.,, ..:1. t:. A l. ntl.T 

AF FORM-813, 199'90901 (EF-V1) 

19a. SIGNATURE 

·~~ 
THIS FORM CONSOLIDATES AF FORMS 813 AND 814. 
PREVIOUS EDITIONS OF BOTH FORMS ARE OBSOLETE. 

t9b. DATE 

~M o--;) 
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Continuation page for Air Force Form 813 dated 7 Mar 03. 

4. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION: 

Due to an "Urgent and Compelling" mission requirement to support the Global War on 
Terrorism (GWOT), the Commander Headquarters U.S. Special Operations Command 
(CDRUSSOCOM) directed a fast-track military construction (Mll.CON) project to 
consolidate, in a permanent facility, all facets of mission planning with associated 
command and control and to provide a secure on-base facility housing critical 
information technology personnel and funcitons. By co-locating these functions 
CDRUSSOCOM intends to vastly improve HQ USSOCOM's crucial and unique ability 
to plan and wage the GWOT by fully exploiting the synergy between seven functions. 
To meet the immediate need, HQ USSOCOM has provided temporary administration and 
meeting space adjacent to Building 6. 

5. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES: 

Proposed Action -

The permanent facility and ancillary equipment (i.e. support building for generators and 
UPS, pad mounted transformer, etc.) would be located just south and attached to Building 
SOlA. The AddJAlter Building SOlA project is located within the antiterrorism/force 
protection controlled access plaza of HQ USSOCOM. The site is currently an existing 
administrative facility and asphalt parking surface. The build\ng construction will consist 
of columns on piles and tilt-up concrete panels. Displaced parking will be 
accommodated by a new parking lot on the site of an existing limestone lot located across 
Tampa Point Boulevard on the east side of Buildings 501B/C. The new parking lot will 
require stormwater retention and treatment in accordance with the requirements of 

. SWFWMD. Additionally, retention will, to the extent practical, attenuate post
development flows to a level of approximately pre-development to minimize the impact 
upon downstream structures. Drainage for the building addition will not materially 
change the existing conditions as the footprint of the addition is an existing parking lot. 
Roof drains and site grading will be routed to the existing storm drainage system. 
Existing utilities are available within the SOCOM plaza to support the new addition. 
Existing overhead primary electric will feed a new pad mounted transformer. A 6" water 
main runs north/south between Buildings SOlA and 501 and will provide for the needs 
including fire protection. Existing frre hydrants will be removed and relocated as 
necessary and, if required, new hydrants will be added. A 15" sanitary sewer runs along 
Tampa Point Boulevard along the northwest and the new building sewer will discharge 
into the gravity sewer. Communication connectivity will be accomplished by tying in to 
the existing "Protected Distribution System" (PDS) consisting of several conduits leading 
from Building 540 and 6 to 501. Due to the sensitive nature and ensuring the integrity of 
secure communications, the National Security Agency insists on the PDS conduits being 
secured and readily inspected. 



The Information Technology facility and ancillary equipment would be located just east 
of Building 501B/C and located within the antiterrorism/force protection controlled 
access plaza of HQ USSOCOM. The site is currently a temporary parking lot. Building 
construction will also consist of columns on piles and tilt-up concrete panels to match 
501C. Storm water drainage, utilities, and communication connectivity will be similar to 
what has been mentioned above. 

No Threatened or Endangered Species or habitats would be disturbed by this action and 
no environmentally sensitive areas would be impacted. 

Alternative #1: Use of Other Existing Facilities Alternative -This alternative would 
involve locating the highly secure and sensitive mission planning and command and 
control function outside of the HQ USSOCOM ATIFP perimeter in other available 
building space on MacDill AFB. Most of the usable space on MacDill AFB is already 
occupied. An analysis of the current office space available determined that a sufficiently 
sized facility is not available for the form and function required. In addition, this 
function must be located in close proximity to HQ USSOCOM in order to provide the 
secure communications connectivity via a PDS. This severely limits the options 
available when choosing an existing facility to house this function. Finally, the synergy 
which CDRUSSOCOM requires would be lost without this function adjacent to Building 
SOL 

Alternative #2: Locate the Function in a Different Location near HQ USSOCOM
Due to the physical constraints of the USSOCOM Plaza, adding to and altering an 
existing USSOCOM facility appears to be the only viable alt~rnative. The USSOCOM 
Plaza is in the middle of an administratively built-up area of MacDill AFB. Once again, 
this function must be located in close proximity to HQ USSOCOM in order to provide 
the secure communications connectivity via a PDS and within the existing AT/FP 
perimeter to minimize the impact to the MacDill AFB administrative area. 

Alternative #3: · Construct a Permanent Facility- This is a viable option and is 
currently being programmed. HQ USSOCOM/SOCS-EN anticipates a fast track 
MTI.-CON project to have the new facility constructed by FY05. 

No Action Alternative- This alternative would continue operations as they currently are 
with no new facilities construction. This alternative is not a viable option due to the 
unique requirements for the mission planning, command and control, and information 
technology functions. Part of this function currently resides in temporary trailers next to 
Building 6 and portions of the information technology functions are currently dispersed 
in off-base leased facilities with serious antiterrorism/force prote~tion issues. This 
function would essentially be a 2417/365 organization, hence "hot desking" with existing 
HQ USSOCOM assets is not feasible. 
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TABLE- CONSTRUCTION SITE AIR EMISSIONS 
Combustive Emissions of ROG, NOx, 502, CO and PM1 0 Due to Construction 

6-Jul-01 

Input: 
Total Building Area: 

Total Paved Area: 
Total Disturbed Area: 

Construction Duration: 
Annual Construction Activity: 

157,500 ff 
15,750 ft2 

15.0 acres 
2.0 years 
260 days/yr 

(calculation: (96 + 92 units] x -1,700 SF/unit= 319,600 SF} 

Results:[Average per Year Over the Construction Period] 

ROG NOx S02 co PM10 
Emissions lbs/dav 50.62 149.58 7.41 131.01 12.18 
Emissions tons/vr 6.58 19.44 0.96 17.03 1.58 

Calculation of Unmitigated Emissions 

s fl ummarvo nout Parameters 

ROG NOx S02 co PM10 
Total new acres disturbed: 15.00 15.00 15.00 15.00 15.00 

Total new acres paved: 0.36 0.36 0.36 0.36 0.36 

Total new buildina soace ft2
: 157 500 157 500 157 500 15'1' 500 157 500 

Total years: 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 
Area graded acres in 1 vr: 7.50 7.50 7.50 7.50 7.50 
Area paved acres in 1 vr: 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18 

Buildin!:l space ft2 in 1 vr: 78 750 78 750 78 750 78 750 78 750 

Annual Emissions bv Source (lbs/dav) 

ROG NOx S02 co PM10 
Grading Equipment 1.9 12.0 0.8 2.6 2.1 
Asphalt Pavino 0.0 0.0 0.0 0~0- 0.0 
Stationary EQuipment 13.2 10.8 0.7 2.3 0.6 
Mobile Equipment 12.6 126.8 5.9 126.1 9.5 
Architectural Coatings (Non-Res) 22.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Total Emissions (lbs/dav): 50.6 149.6 7.4 131.0 12.2 
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Emission Factors 
Reference: Air Quality Thresholds of Significance, SMAQMD, 1994. 

SMAQMD Emission Factor 
Source ROG NOx 802* CO* PM10 
Grading Equipment 2.50E-01 lbs/acre/day_ 1.60E+OO lbs/acre/day 0.11 lbs/acre/day 0.35 lbs/acre/day 2.80E-01 lbs/acre/day 
Asphalt Paving 2.62E-01 lbs/acre/day NA NA NA NA 
Stationary Equipment 1.68E-04 lbslday/ft2 1.37E-04 lbs/day/ft2 9.11E-06 lbs/day/ft2 2.97E-05 lbs/day/ft2 S.OOE-06 lbs/day/ft2 

Mobile Equipment 1.60E-04 lbslday/ft2 1.61 E-03 lbs/day/ft2 7.48E-05 lbs/day/ft2 0.0016 lbslday/ft2 1.20E-04 lbs/day/ft2 
Architectural Coatings (Non-Res} 8.15E-02 lbs/day/ft NA NA NA NA 

* Factors for grading equipment and stationary equipment are calculated from AP-42 for diesel engines using ratios with the NOx factors. 
Factors for mobile equipment are calculated from ratios with Mobile5a 2001 NOx emission factors for heavy duty trucks for each site. 



TABLE - CONSTRUCTION EMISSION FACTOR 

Calculation of PM 10 Emissions Due to Site Preparation (Uncontrolled}. 
Revised 16 June 1997. 

User Input Parameters I Assumptions 
Acres graded per year: 7.5 acres/yr 

Grading days/yr: 25 days/yr (From "grading"} 
Exposed days/yr: 120 days/yr graded area is exposed 

Grading Hours/day: 8 hr/day 
Soil piles area fraction: 0.01 (Fraction of site area covered by soil piles} 

Soil percent silt, s: 15 o/o 
Soil percent moisture, M: 8 °/o 

Annual rainfall days, H: 107 days/yr that rainfall exceeds 0.01 incl (Tampa, FL} 
IIVind speed > 12 mph%, I: 12 °/o 

Fraction ofTSP, J: 0.45 (SCAQMD recommendation} 
Mean vehicle speed, S: 5 mi/hr (On-site} 

Dozer path width: 5 ft 
Qty construction vehicles: 1 vehicles 
On-site VMT/vehicle/day: 5 mi/veh/day (Excluding bulldozer VMT during grading} 

Emissions Due to Soil Disturbance Activities 

Operation Parameters (Calculated from User Inputs) 
Grading duration per acre 26.7 hr/acre 
Bulldozer mileage per acre 1.7 VMT/acre (Miles traveled by bulldozer during grading} 
Construction VMT per day 5 VMT/day 
Construction VMT per acre 15 VMT/acre (Travel on unpaved surfaces within site} 
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Equations Used (Corrected for PM10) 

Operation Empirical Equation Units 
Bulldozing 0.75(SA 1.5)/(MA 1.4) lbs/hr 
Grading (0.60)(0.051)SA2.0 lbs/VMT 
Vehicle Traffic (3.72/(MA4.3))*.6 lbs/VMT 

Source: Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors, Vol. I, USEPA AP-42. 
Section 8.24, Western Surface Coal Mining (4th Edition) 

calculation of PM10 Emission Factors for Each Operation 

Emission Factor 
Operation (mass/ unit) Operation Parameter 
Bulldozing 2.37 lbs/hr 26.7 hr/acre 
Grading 0. 77 lbs/VMT 1.7 VMT/acre 
Vehicle Traffic 0.00 lbs/VMT 15 VMT/acre 

AP-42 Section 
I( 4th Edition) 
8.24, Overburden 
8.24, Overburden 
8.24, Overburden 

Emission Factor 
(lbs/ acre) 
63.3 lbsjacre 

1.3 lbsjacre 
0 lbsjacre 

Emissions Due to Wind Erosion of Soil Piles and Exposed Graded Surface 

Reference: CEQA Air Quality Handbook, SCAQMD, April1993. 

Soil Piles EF = 1.7(s/1.5)[(365 - H)/235](I/15)(J) = (s)(365 - H)(I)(J)/(3110.2941), p. A9-99. 

Soil Piles EF = 6.7 lbs/dayjacres covered by soil piles 

l 
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Consider soil piles area fraction so that EF applies to graded area 

Soil piles area fraction: 
Soil Piles EF = 

0.01 (Fraction of site area covered by soil piles) 
0.067 lbs/day/acres graded 

Graded Surface EF = 26.4 lbs/dayjacre (recommended in CEQA Manual, p. A9-93). 

Calculation of Annual PM10 Emissions 

Graded Exposed Emissions Emissions . 
Source Emission Factor Acresjyr daysjyr lbs/yr tons/yr 
Bulldozing 63.3 lbs/acre 7.50 NA 475 0 
Grading 1.3 lbs/acre 7.50 NA 10 0 
Vehicle Traffic 0.0 lbs/acre 7.50 NA 0 0 
Erosion of Soil Piles 0.1 lbs/acre/day 7.50 120 60 0 
Erosion of Graded Surface 26.4 lbs/acre/day 7.50 120 23,760 12 

TOTAL ::::~::m:m:=:~:: :~:: ::::::::::::: = =~ = ::::::::~m::::=!!:::l::~: :::::: !· [[i[i- 24,305 12 
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Control 
Mission Tower/ 

USSOCOM ATIFP Planning Crash 
Pollutants EA Gates Center Rescue 

co 34.21 2.55 7.2 5.39 I 
voc 11.31 1.94 3.59 2.81 
NOx 37.85 3.96 8.74 6.09 

SOx 1.85 0.22 0.44 0.3 

PM1o 2.93 0.45 0.78 0.49 
Ph 
Estimated 112004 to 11/2003 to 112002 to ll/2003 
Start/End 12/2005 12/2004 6/2003 to 

Date 6/2005 

**Note: All values in tons per year unless otherwise noted. 
Net change= Project totals I Hills Cty emissions 

MPC 
Park 

(Pelican 
Pier) 

2.55 
1.4 

3.37 

0.18 
0.33 

1012003 to 
4/2004 

Above/Below De minimis= Project totals above or below de minimis 
NA =not available. 

Working 
Dog 

Kennel 

1.36 
0.88 
!.53 
0.08 

0.13 

11/2003 to 
1112004 

TABLE4A 
Total Air Emissions for Projects at MacDill 

svs CENT. 
Storage Wall& Hydrant Military Env. HillsCty 
Facility/ Parking Vet Fueling Service Equip Project Emissions 

Demo Lots Oinic System Station Enclosure Totals 1997 

5.40 0.21 0.81 30.97 0.11 0.84 91.6 19,272 
2.81 0.3 0.61 10.38 0.21 0.77 37.01 27,703 
6.11 0.96 0.94 33.84 0.24 0.92 104.55 82,563 
0.3 0.06 0.05 1.64 0.01 0.04 5.17 NA 

0.49 0.17 0.08 2.57 0.04 om 8.53 NA 
0 53 

512002 to 8/2002 to 1/2004 to 812001 to 6/2003 to 412004 to 
5/2003 4/2003 612005 112004 6/2004 612005 

YEAR 2003, 2004 & 2005 EMISSIONS WERE CALCULATED BY TAKING AN APPROPRIATE PERCENTAGE OF THE TOTAL EMISSIONS DETERMINED ABOVE. 
SEE TABLES 4B and 4D BELOW 

Control MPC 
us Mission Tower/ Park 

SOC OM AT/FP Planning Crash (Pelican 
EA Gates Center Rescue Pier) 

Estimated% of Time During 2003 0% 16% 50% 16~o 25% 
That Project Would Be Active 

s 
co 0.00 0.41 3.60 0.86 0.64 
voc 0.00 0.31 1.80 0.45 0.35 

NOx 0.00 0.63 4.37 0.97 0.84 

SOx 0.00 0.04 0.22 0.05 0.05 

PM!O 0.00 0.07 0.39 0.08 0.08 
Pb 

TABLE4B 
Emissions for Year 2003 
... 

svs CENT. 
Working Storage Wall& Hydrant 

Dog Facility/ Parking Vet Fueling 
Kennel Demo Lots Clinic System 

16% 42% 33% 0% 100% 

0.03 0.57 1.78 0.00 30.97 
0.05 0.37 0.93 0.00 10.38 
0.15 0.64 2.02 0.00 33.84 
O.ot O.D3 0.10 0.00 1.64 
0.03 0.05 0.16 0.00 2.57 

Military 
Service Env. Equip 
Station Enclosure 

O'Yo 0% 

0.00 0.00 
0.00 0.00 
0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 
0.00 0.00 
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Above/Below 
Net Change De minimis De minimis 

0.48% 100 Above 
0.13% 100 Below 
0.13% 100 Above 

100 Below 

100 Below 
25 Below 

2002 
Project Above/Below 
Totals De minimis De minimis 

38.86 100 Below 
14.63 100 Below 
43.47 100 Below 
2.13 100 Below 

3.44 100 Below 
0 25 Below 



Control MPC 
us Mission Tower/ Park 

SOC OM ATIFP Planning Crash (Pelican 
EA Gates Center Rescue Pier) 

Estimated% of Time During 2004 100% 100% 0% 100% 33% 

That Project Would Be Active 

Pollutants 
co 34.21 2.55 0.00 5.39 0.84 
voc 11.31 1.94 0.00 2.81 0.46 

NOx 37.85 3.96 0.00 6.09 1.11 

SOx 1.85 0.22 0.00 0.30 0.06 

PMIO 2.93 0.45 0.00 0.49 0.11 

Pb 

Control MPC 
us Mission Tower/ Park 

SOCOM AT/FP Planning Crash (Pelican 
EA Gates Center Rescue Pier) 

Estimated% of Time During :ZOOS 
92% 0% 0% son;., 0% 

Tbat Project Would Be Active 

Pollutants 
co 31.47 0.00 0.00 2.70 0.00 
voc 10.41 0.00 0.00 1.41 0.00 

NOx 34.82 0.00 0.00 3.05 0.00 

SOx 1.70 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.00 

PMIO 2.70 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.00 

Pb 

TABLE4C 
Emissions for Year 2004 

svs CENT. 
Working Storage Wall& Hydrant 

Dog 
Kennel 

92% 

0.19 
0.28 
0.88 

0.06 

0.16 

Facility/ Parking Vet 
Demo Lots Clinic 

0% 0% 100% 

0.00 0.00 0.81 
0.00 0.00 0.61 
0.00 0.00 0.94 

0.00 0.00 0.05 

0.00 0.00 0.08 

TABLE4D 
Emissions for Year 2005 

SVS CENT. 

Fueling 
System 

8°/o 

2.48 
0.83 
2.71 

0.13 

0.21 

Working Storage Wall& Hydrant 
Dog Facility/ Parking Vet Fueling 

Kennel Demo Lots Clinic System 

0% 0% 0% SO% 0% 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.41 0.00 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.31 0.00 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.47 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 
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Military 2003 
Service Env. Equip Project Above/Below 
Station Enclosure Totals De minimis De minimis 

SO% 83% 

0.06 0.70 47.22 100 Below 
0.11 0.64 18.98 100 Below 
0.12 0.76 S4.43 100 Below 
O.Ql 0.03 2.70 100 Below 
0.02 0.06 4.50 100 Below 

0 25 Below 

Military 2004 
Service Env. Equip Project Above/Below 
Station Enclosure Totals De minimis De minimis 

0% SO% 

0.00 0.42 34.99 100 Below 
0.00 0.39 -~50 100 Below 
0.00 0.46 80 100 Below 
0.00 0.02 1.90 100 Below 
0.00 0.04 3.02 100 Below 

0 25 Below 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
6TH AIR MOBILITY WING (AMC) 

MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE, FLORJDA 

MEMORANDUM FOR DIVISION OF HISTORIC RESOURCES 
ATIN: MS.JANETSNYDERMATTHEWS 

FROM: 6 CES/CD 
7621 Hillsborough Loop Drive 
MacDill AFB FL 33621-5207 

[.lEP 1 8 2003 

SUBJECT: Construct an Addition to the Command and Control Facility and an Information 
Technology (IT) Facility at MacDill Air Force Base (AFB) 

1. The United States Air Force (USAF) intends to construct an 83,000 square foot two-story 
addition to the Command and Control Facility located at Building SOlA, a 47,500 square foot IT 
Facility across Tampa Point Boulevard, and an adjacent permanent parking lot. The proposed 
improvements intend to fulfill the 7 December 2002 Secretary of Defense (SECDEF) guidance 
directing the United States Special Operations Command (USSOCOM) to be a supported 
command with a new mission of war. The US Government's decision to combat terrorist 
activities in the states and abroad has resulted in the increased need to provide a centralized 
operational Command and Control Facility for HQ USSOCOM. The additional two-story facility 
to Building 501/501A, IT Facility, and new permanent parking lot is needed to accommodate 
increased personnel and equipment. The new buildings are essential for HQ USSOCOM to 
maintain operational readiness capabilities necessary to effectively accomplish assigned 
missions. Modifications include integrating the 83,000 square foot two-story structure with 
Building 5011501A, loading dock/receiving area, landscaping, site improvements, vehicle 
parking, underground communications infrastructure to connect to the Bldg 501/501A complex, 
antiterrorism/force protection (AT/FP) measures and providing temporary leased facility office 
space. The new IT Facility would be constru~ted to the east of the existing Buildings 501B/C 
within the AT/FP controlled plaza of HQ USSOCOM (Figure 1). A new permanent asphalt
paved parking lot would be constructed adjacent north to the IT Facility where ~ dirt road 
currently exists. 

2. A representative from the MacDill AFB Cultural Resources staff surveyed the proposed 
project site to determine if any cultural resources would be affected by the project. There are no 
historic or archeological sites on or in the vicinity of the areas proposed for construction under 
the project. The proposed construction site is not located in but is adjacent to (north of) a portion 
of the MacDill Field Historic District. Although Building 501 has been an integral part of the 
Cold War history, serving as a command headquarters since its construction in 1969, the building 
has been modified through the constrUction of two lightly attached "wings" including SOIA and 
501B, and a detached outbuilding, 501C. The addition of these facilities has changed the 
appearance of the USSOCOM complex and Building 501, and as a result, MacDill AFB believes 
that the proposed project would not adversely impact cultural resources. If the State Historical 
Preservation Office agrees with this assessment, please document your concurrence by signing 



6 CES/CD 
SUBJECT: Construct an Addition to the Command and Control Facility and an Information 

Technology Facility at MacDill Air Force Base (AFB) 

where indicated on page 2. · If you would like to inspect the proposed project site, please contact 
the MacDill AFB Cultural Resources staff. 

3. If you have any questions about the proposed project, please contact Mr. Jason Kirkpatrick at 
(813) 828-0459. . 

l(jtf2 
-~A. Rd'~. GS-13 
Deputy Base tfvilingineer 

Attachments: 
Figure 1 -Proposed Command and Control Facility and IT Facility at MacDill AFB 

1st Indorsement 
MEMORANDUM FOR 6 CES/CD 

The State Historic Preservation Office concurs with MacDill Air Force Base's fmding that 
construction of the above mentioned project will have no adverse effect on cultural resources at 
MacDill Air Force Base. 

JANET SNYDER MATTHEWS 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

Date: ------------------

Page 2 of2 
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FLORIDADEPARTMENTOFSTATE 
Glenda E. Hood 
Secretary of State 

DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES 

Mr. Gene A. Rogers 
Department of the Air Force 
6CES/CD 

October 14, 2003 

7 621 Hillsborough Loop Drive 
MacDill AFB, Florida 33621-5207 

RE: DHR Project File Number: 2003-8817 
Received by DHR September 30, 2003 
Construction of an Addition to the Command and Control Facility (#50 lA) 
and Construction of an Information Technology Facility 
MacDill AFB, Hillsborough County 

Dear Mr. Rogers: 

Our office received and reviewed the above referenced projects in accordance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended and 36 CPR PRrt 800: Protection of Historic 
Properties. The State Historic Preservation Officer is to advise Federal agencies as they identify historic 
properties (listed or eligible for listing, in the National Register of Historic Places), assess effects upon 
them, and consider alternatives to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

Based on the information provided, it is the opinion of this office that the proposed projects will have no 
effect on historic properties. 

If you have any questions concerning our comments, please contact Scott Edwards, Historic . 
Preservationist, by electronic mail sedwards@dos.state.jl.us, or at 850-245-6333 or 800-847-7278. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Janet Snyder Matthews, Ph.D., Director, and 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

500 S. Bronough Street • TaUahassee, FL 32399-0250 • http://www.tlheritage.com 

0 Director's Office 
(850) 245-6300 • FAX: 245-6435 

0 Archaeological Research 
(850) 245-6444 • FAX: 245-6436 

if Historic Preservation 
(850) 245-6333 • FAX: 245-6437 

0 Historical Museums 
(850) 245-6400 • FAX: 245-6433 

0 Palm Beach Regional Office 
(561) 279.-1475 • FAX: 279-1476 

c:J St. Augustine Regional Office 0 Tampa Regional Office 
(904) 825-5045 • FAX: 825-5044 (813) 272-3843 • FAX: 272-2340 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
6TH AIR MOBILITY WING (AMC) 

MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE, FLORIDA 

MEMORANDUM FOR U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

FROM: 6 CES/CD 
7621 Hillsborough Loop Drive 
MacDill AFB FL 33621-5207 

SUBJECT: Construct an addition to the Command and Control Facility and an lnfonnation 
Technology (IT) Facility at MacDill Air Force Base (AFB) 

1. The United States Air Force (USAF) intends to construct an 83,000 square foot two-story 
addition to the Command and Control Facility located at Building SOlA, a 47,500 square foot IT 
Facility across Tampa Point Boulevard, and an adjacent permanent parking lot. The proposed 
improvements intend to fulfill the 7 December 2002 Secretary of Defense (SECDEF) guidance 
directing the United States Special Operations Command (USSOCOM) to be a supported 
command with a new mission of war. The us· Government's decision to combat tenorist 
activities in the states and abroad has resulted in the increased need to provide a centrallized 
operational Command and Control Facility for HQ USSOCOM. The additional two-story fadlity 
to Building 501/SOIA, IT Facility, and new permanent parking lot is needed to accommodate 
increased personnel and equipment. The new buildings are essential for HQ USSOCOM to 
maintain operational readiness capabilities necessary to effectively accomplish assigned 
missions. Proposed modifications include integrating the 83,000 square foot two-story stru1~ture 
with Building 501/501A, loading dock/receiving area, landscaping, site improvements, vehicle 
parking, underground communications infrastructure to connect to the Building 501/SOlA 
complex, antiterrorism/force protection (AT/FP) measures and providing temporary leased 
facility office space. The new IT Facility building would be constructed to the east of the 
existing Building 501B/C and located within the existing AT/FP controlled plaza of HQ 
USSOCOM (Figure 1 ). A new pennanent asphalt-paved parking lot would be constructed 
adjacent north to the IT Facility where a dirt road currently exists. 

2. A representative from the MacDill AFB Natural Resources staff surveyed the proposed 
construction site to determine if any threatened or endangered species inhabit the site. The site 
proposed for construction is located in an open, developed (partially asphalt-paved) area in the 
center of the Base and no threatened or endangered species were observed on the site. The HQ 
USSOCOM complex and surrounding area has not been identified as critical habitat for any 
Federally-listed threatened or endangered species. MacDill AFB believes that the proposed 
project would not adversely impact threatened or endangered species. If the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service agrees with this assessment, please document your concurrence by stamp or 
signing where indicated on page 2. 

,...'1. .. o;~i!j_un. FWS Log. No. 01/ ~ 1/J:" J ([f', A,4t, ) 
'!tt!f 

111"' Prop"""d &:IIUII 15 tlD! tl k.cly lo 1L<l\'t:nd~· nf!t:i!l l t:.!<UUrc'"' .tm•t<;<;l .J 
I b ) ' the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended {16 U.S.C. 1531 

et seq.). This finding fulfills the requirements of the Act. 

' 

With reference to the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) 
the Service does not have sufficient staff to review and comment on this application; 
therefore, we are unab~~ake recommendations and take no action regarding this 

appcr ~ y J \fr4.- 1! ~ (!) 
Peter M. Benjamin Date '2....j...t; t 
Assistant Field Supervisor 



MEMORANDUM FOR 6 CES/CD 
SUBJECT:Construct an Addition to the Command and Control Facility and an Information 
Technology Facility at MacDill Air Force Base (AFB) 

3. To schedule an inspection of the proposed project sites or if you have any questions about the 
proposed project, please contact Mr. Jason Kirkpatrick at (813) 828-0459. 

Attachments: 

; ·~ ...... ~ .. , . 4 ~ .. .._~, 
j(mlrn A. R RS, GS-lT 
Deputy Base 1vil Engineer 

Figure I - Proposed Command and Control Facility and IT Facility on MacDill AFB 

1st Indorsement 
To: 6CES/CD 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service agrees with MacDill AFB that the proposed construction 
activities described above will not adversely impact threatened or endangered species on 
MacDill AFB. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Representative Date 

Page 2 of2 
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Department o1r · 

Environmental Pr<J1tection 
Jeb Bush 
GoVl!rnor 

Mr. Jason Kirkpatrick 
6 CES/CEVN 

Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32.39':\I-30DC 

Jani.lary 30, 2004 

7621 Hillsborough Loop Drive 
MacDill AFB, Florida 33621-5207 

.~ 
·.: .:t. .- .: 

~·: )'"::: ·:.:'' : 
.. : . ::~ \i·.~::·~ ... 

PAGE 01/08 

David B. Struhs 
Secretary 

RE: Department of the Air Force- Environmental Assessment for, G~~6~ion of U.S. 
Special Operations Command Addition, Information Te~~hnology Facility~ and Permanent 
Parking Lot Project- MacDill Air Force Base, HillsbottJ~gii ·colliit:Y~· Florida. 
SAI # FL200312024732C ·. · .. 

Dear Mr. Kirkpatrick: 

The Florida State Clearinghouse, pursuant to .Presiciential Ex~cutive Order 12372, 
Gubernatorial Executive Order 95·359, the Coastal Zone Management Act~ 16 U_S,C, §§ 1451-
1464, as amended, and the National Environment;!! Policy Act~ ·t2 U.S.C. §§ 4321~ 4331-4335, 
4341-4347, as. amended, has coordinated a review·ofthe referenced draft environmental 
assessment (EA). 

· .. ·><· .... : 
Based on the information con tamed ~the EA and comiiLents provided by our revieVving 

agencies, the state has determined that the subject project is coru;istent with the Florida Coastal 
Management Program. · · .. . 

Thank you for the opPol:huirtY to review this project. If you have any questions regarding 
this letter, please contact Ms. Lauren P. Milligan at (850) 245-21.63. 

.:.:::::::··:· 
.···;..· 

ssMIIIlt: · 
Enclosures 

Sincerely~ 

~~-Z~~ 
Sally B. Mann, Dirc!ctor 
Office of IntergoveJ.nmental Programs 

"More Protection, L.ess Process" 

l'rintr:d on ri!C)'cled pcp~r. 
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F.,~ ..... , • . •.. u.·rua 

'Projet:t 'Information ~ 

FL ST CLEARINGHSE 

For more information please contact the Clearinghouse Office at: 

AGENCY CONTACT AND COORDINATOR (SCH) 
3900 COMMONWEALTH BOULEVARD MS-47 
TALLAHASSEE. FLORIDA 32399~3000 
TELEPHONE: (850) 245-2161 
FAX: (850) 245-2190 

Visit the Clearinghouse HpiJle Page to query other projects . 

.Q.q.Qyright and Disclaim_~~ 

.P.rJ'LCJ9_ s~~me11.~ 

PAGE 02/68 

LOT-MAC DILL AFB, 
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COUNTY: HILLSBOROtiGH 

fit·~~ .. "t> 
p.ooS-tOJtlt 

FL ST CLEARINGHSE 

DATE: 
COMME:STS DUE DATE: 

CLEARANCE DUE DATE: 

PAGE 03/08 

12/1/2003 
12131/2003 

1/30/2004 
SAl#: FL200312024732C 

MESSAGE: 

I STATE II WATER MNGMNT. I AGENCIES DISTRICTS 
lcOMMUNln' AFI'A.IRS I lsouTHVI~ST Ft.O:RIDA 'WMD I 

I. 
I 

The att.athed document requires 11 Coa~bll Z.Oac Mana:;analt Ac:t/Fiorida p · D • ti 
CD!Uhlll\lllnu:;.,mcut J'rogr11m coDS~o:n9· !!Valuation and l~iar~orized fr:=':r=o:!!:.)le=c=t===e::::::sc=n:::::::!:p==o::::n;:;::;;:.;;;;;;;:;;;:;;~::::::;;:=--:=======il 
a~ OM oftbe following= !DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE -
_ Ft'<lenl A~~i~l:im~c tD State= qr Local Cnv~rnment {15 CFR 930. Subpar! ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR 

n CONSTRL'CTION OF U.S. SPECIAL OPERATIONS 
Agencies nrc requi...,d lo ~aluatc tbc consi!itcncy or the actMty. COMMAND ADDITION, INFORl'viA TION 

)!: Direct Federal Activit)• (15 CFR !JJO, Subpart C). Federll) Agencies art: rrECHNOLOGY FACIUTY, AND PERMANENT 
required to 1urnlsh 11 tOII!!isteacy determinlltiDn for tbc Sllltc'a I~ • 
con,urrence or objection. PARKING LOT PROJECT - MACDU..L AIR. FORCE 

.. Outer Contiocntal SholrE1:ploratinn, Dov~lopment or Production BASE. HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA. 
Actlvltle~ (l5 CFR 930. Sullpnrt I). OJ:~enato~ nrc ll!quircd 1o provide a i.!:::====:=================:!l 
consistency certilicntioo. for stnl:c: concurrcnct:lobjcction. 

_ Federal Liccnsiug ar 'PcrmitrinJ: Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart D). Such 
pro jed:! wiU only be c-·alnated for ~oosistency when there 1$ not 1111 

annlogous s111te license or permit. 

To: Florida State Clearin:bouse EO. 12372/NEPA Federal Consistency · 
AGENCY CONTACT AND COORD INA TOR (SCH} ~ ' ~ Commcnt/Con~i~ten.t 
3900 COMMONVJEAL TH BOULEY ARO MS-47 L""n'Jo Conunent . 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-3000 [J Commem Attached 0 Conslstent/Comrnents Attached 
TELEPHONE: (850) 2.45-2161 0 Inconsistent/Comments Attached D Nor Applicable 
FAX; (850) 245-2190 [J Not Applicable 

From: Division of Histaricai Resource§ 
Division/Bureau; Bureau ofJji~t~!Jf: PrE..;;.5!...!Y.awtiloLonu..._ ___ _ 

Reviewer: "S.~.......l,"!:> ~(_. 

Date: ·-\2. -~ ... ~~ ... _ t ¢o.3 

RECElVED 

DEC 0 9 2003 

0\P/OLGA 

~~.~ 

~~.~~' 
I~ -!>-()J. 

20 :tt Wd f"J- J30 £0 
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Thomas G. Dab11ey, II 
Chair. S<~I'Ol~ota 

wauon L Hilynes, II 
Vice Chair, Pinellas 

J-IJ.I<,oUaeh 
Secretary, Hillsborough 

M.&~ggle M. Domingue;: 
Tree,.urer. Hill~tlorough 

Edwarll w: Chano;:o 

Pin<: lias 

Pam .. la L. Fentress. 
HIF,IliSilllS 

Ronald c. lohnson 
Pclk 

Heidi B. McCree 
HlllsiJcroug;l\ 

T. G. • Jerry" Rice 
Pa"'co 

JIMIIUI C. Whltehsall 
HemanCio 

Dilrid L MooM 
Executive Director 

G8n11 A. Healll 
Assls!.Rnt Executl>te Director 

William .:;;. Billlnkr 
General C:<'un~el 

Protecting Your 
WcJ'ter Resources 

85~245219~ FL ST CLEARINGHSE PAGE ~4/~8 

Southwest Florida 
Water Management District 
---- ..... ...._ - --
~--~ 

Tampa SerYic:e Otfiec Bartow se...,k:e Cllflce 
7601 Highway 301 Nortll 170 CentUIY BOUh>vard 
T3111PII, Florida 33637-6759 Bartow. FloriO<~ UB::I0-7700 
(813) 985·7481 or (663) 534-1448 or 
1.aOO.S36..Q797 (Fl only) 1-$00.492-7862 (FL only) 
SUNCOM 578-2070 SUNC:OM 572-6200 

December 23, 2003 

Ms. Lauren Millagin 
Florida State Clearinghouse 

2379 Broad S~et, Brooksville, Florida 34604-6899 

(35:~) 798-7211 or 1-800423-1476 (FL only) 

SUN COM 628-4150 TOO only 1-800..231.·6103 (Fl. only) 

On tne Internet at: WaterMatters.org 

Saranot11 Sarvlc:e Office 
B75C· Fruitville Road 
Sara~•ota, F!DriCIOI 3.4240-9711 
(941' 377-372:;: or 
l..SOCl-320.3503 (FL only) 
SUN~:OM 531-6900 

LtOcantu Servlc~ Offiee 
3600 W..st S<:~ve<Eign Pat!\ 
Suite 226 
Lecanto. Flcrlda 34461-8070 
(352) 527-8131 
SUNCOtvl 667-3271 

Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Mail Stc1tion 47 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 

Subject Department of the Air Force-Environmental Assessment 
for Construction of U.S. S1pecial Operations Command 
Addition, Information Technology Facility and 
Permanent Parking Lot Project-MacDill Air Force Base, 
Hillsborough County, Florida; SAl#: FL200312024732C 

Dear Ms. Millagin: 

The staff of the Southwest Florida Water Management District (District) 
has conducted a consistency evaluation f,,r the referenced project. 
Consistency findings are divided into four categories and are based solely 
on the inforrm~tion provided in .the subject application. 

I FINDING I CATEGORY 

X Consistent/No Comment 

__I Consistent/Comments Attached 

Inconsistent/Comments Attach1:1d -
.Consistency Cannot be Deterrr:ined Without an EnVironmental 
Assessment Report/Comment~; Attached· 

The District appreciates the opportunity to participate in the review of this 
application. Please be advised that our rE!view does not constitute permit 
approval under Chapter 373, Florida Statutes, or any rules promulgated 
thereunder. nor does it stand in lieu of no1mal permitting procedures in 
accordance with Florida Statutes and District rules. 

RECEIVeD 

DEC 2 S 2UD3 

OlPIOLGA 
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Ms. Lauren Millagin 
December 23, 2003 
Page 2 

FL ST CLEARINGHSE PAGE ~5/~8 

.... __ . 

If you have any questions or jf I can be of further assistance, please contact me in the 
District's Planning Department 

Sincerely, 

~P-~~ 
Trisha Neasman, AICP 
Government Planning Coordinator 
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... _. 
COUNTY:IDLLSBOROUGH 

MESSAGE: 

·---·· 
DATE: 

COMMEJ'ITS DUE DA IE: 
CLEARANCE DUE DATE: 

121112003 
12/31/2003 

1130/2004 
SAl#: FL200312024732C 

:I STATE 
II 

WATER MNGMNT. 

I 
loPn POLICY UNIT! 

I 
RPCS &LOC 

AGENCIES DISTRICTS 1~1RONMENT/\L POLICY I GOVS 
!COMMUNITY AFFAIRS I IS01J1l{\1/EST FLORIDA WMD I 
IE.NVIRONMENT AJ • 
. PROTECTION I 
!SlAT£ I 

I 

Tbe ntt•clled document requires ll <:oPrtlll Zone ~ag~t ActiFlorida Project Description: 
<:o.utall\1aaa~:cmcnl ProJ:rBm coasL•bmcy evalaatJOn and IS categorlud Fr==!::=::=::::::::::::::=:!!:::===:=============i! 
10$ one arthc following: DEPARTN.IENT OF THE AIR FORCE· 
.• :Federal Al!sist:lDce to State or L.ocnl GO\'ernmeot (lS CliR 930. Subpart ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR 

FJ. CONSTRUCTION OF U.S. SPECIAL OPERATIONS 
Ag~ncic:s are r~quirlld to •••:aluate the consloetency oflhe acli\'ity. COMMAND ADDIDON, JNFORMA TION 

;s Dirm Federal Acti"IC)· 0~ CFP. 930. Subpnrt C). Federal Ageacic~ an: TECHNO I. OGY FACILITY. AND PERMANENT 
requl red 10 fun1ish " con$istea~'Y old.crmination ror tb~ Sblc:'s 
concurre.acco~objeL1ion. PARKING LOT PROJECT· MACDII.-1- AIR FORCE 

. Outer Continental ShdfExplorarlon, De•·elopmenr or Production BASE, HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA. 
AcrMrte' (15 CfR. 930, Subpart E). Opernklrs nre .-cquin:d to p~o,idc a 
consllitenc;y certificMioa Cor st11.te caacurrenec!Objection. 

_ l'"dcrnl Liccasin(; or Fc:rmittint: Activity {15 C:FR 930, Subpart 1)). Such 
p~ajc:c:ts will only be evaluated ~r cotuL"'ency when there Is qot nil 

IUili!Oj;UIIS ~tllle lia:II!IC or permit. 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse EO. 12372/NEPA Federal Consistency 
AGENCY CONTACT AND COORDINATOR (SCH) ./ 0 No Comment/Consistent 
3900 COMM:ONWEAL TH BOULEVARD MS-47 ~o Conuoent . 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-3000 0 Comment Attached 0 Conslstent/Comments Attached 
TELEPHONE: (850) 245-2161 D N A r hi 0 lnconsistenr/Comments Attached 
FAX: (850) 245-2190 . . •. : ot PP tea e C NotApplicab!~ 

From: £!}. &n 11A 
Divisio;::::~~ _· __ tj n-:' t ~J£.:-_ .. -. -.--. --B.ECEIVED 

Date: . _______ . !k/-3£j~~.;J...._3 __ _,1AN@ 6 2004 

OIP/OLGA 

.................. -t - · ............ -.. ,_.... ..... - ..... ~---.~1 

:;r\1 ~ l~ ~ ~ WJ rE r~1\1 I ~l-'L ~- - -·-·1~ ~ t~ 
~ ~ ' L ·r 11 ' It' d U E~ - 4 200J j i :~:) t 

l 
• r ~ , ., ....... ___ ..._._,_.........__.....,...; 

[ ·-..~.,.. .: ·~ ..,F JL!GY . .-.No BUD.3ET 
. Ex'~ii',(J ~hc.:~TAt ?~:l!.!r.Y u; '1T 
~ -... ~.- . --~- - -· ·· ~--·p ........... -*'·=...;..~;.;..;.......;. 
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FL ST CLEARINGHSE 

ec .\7 . 2003 10:35AM TBRPC 

fLORIDA STATE CLEAIUNGHOlJSE 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT COORDINATlON 

ROUTING SHEET 

PAGE 07/f!B 

p. 2 ·l,r' 

SAl#; FJ .. 20031202473lC T.'JA TF.: 1212/2003 

COM!.\1ENTS DUE TO RPC: U/3112003 
----- ·--------··- --~-------- ·-----
ARf.A OF PROl'OtiF.'O ACTIVJTY: 12.200 COUNTY: HT]~u;ROlWUGI:l CITY: TAMPA 

0 FE])ERAL ASSTS'l'ANCI.: Jt.i DIRECT fF.J.').CR.I\7 .. ACTIVfiY [} Fml.Ht.-\ T. LICF.NSE OR .PF.RMlT C ~CS 

PRO.mcT lJESCRIPTJON 
DEPARTMI!:NT OF THE AIR FORCE.- ENVIRONJ\IIE!'fTAL ASSESSMF.NT FOR 
CONSTRUCTION OF U.S. SPECIAL O}JERATIONS COMMAND ADDITION, 
INFORMA1'10N TECDNOLOGY FACIT.I'l'Y, AND P.K.RMANENT PARKING LOT 
PROJECT- MACDlLL AIR FORCE BASE, UlLLSBOROUCD COUI\"TY, FLORIDA. 

ROUTING: RPC 
_TAMPA BAY .!U't: ';!C .HI!,f .SDUIUlUGH 

-·-·---------~r-::~~ 
/2...-/0-r::>:S r 

IF YOU llA Vi£ NO COMMENTS. PLEASE CHECK IIERE AND RETURN FORM TO 
RPC:.X, . . 

ALL CONCJ;RNS OR COMMENTS REGARDING THE A'rr ACHF.D PROJRCl' SHOULD BE 
SENT lN WRITING BY TilE DUE DATE '!0 THE REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCTT, 
SHOVJN.BL::LOW. PLEAS.Ii REFF.R TOTHF. SAT j,1N .ALL CORRESPONDENCE: 

JOHNMEYTIR 
9455 KOGER BOULEVARD, St.J11~ 219 

ST. PETERSRURG, l1L 337022491 

IMPOR:'l'ANT: PLEAS~ DO NOT ST£ND COMMEN'l'S DIJ:u;;crL Y TO THE 
CLEARINGHOUSE! 

IF YOU UA VE Qtll:~TIONS REGARDING THE ATl'ACllED l'ROJRCT OR THE 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION PROCESS, llLEASE CONTACT THE 
'STATE CLEARINGHOUSE. IF YOU HAVE QUESTIONS REGARDING Tm FEDERAL 
CONSISTENCY .RF.VIEW PROCESS, PLEASE CONT ALi~ THE lfLORJDA COAST 1\L 
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM. 1"H.E TELEPllONE .Nt~tBl;R FOR BOTF{ PROGRAMS TS 
(850) 245-2161. 

.. ~(\.:·: ~ 
1 .... . . · ) 
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ec. 17 . 20fi3•1 0: 35AM--TBRPC· 
.•:"··'\'':''· 

P. I ~--if 
tccr~~ . "•' '.• ... 

FLORIDA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 
., ·Q ;.:· ; ' Rl'C IN1'ER(;OVERi~MEN'l'AL COOJIDINA:l'ION AND RESl:'ONSE S:ID:ET -

)-r:t.Q?;AI.~: FL20031:Z024732C . DATn: 12/212003 

COl\!l\U!NTS DUE TO CIJEA.RINGHOU.SE: 12/3112003 

AREA OF ~OPOSEDAC'l1VI.TY: .l2.ZOO COUNTY: IDJ..J..SS.OROUCll CrrY:l'AMPA 

C FEDERAl . 1\SSISTA.t.'.fCFi IY-j DIRECf FEDBR.Al. AC1TVIIT IJ F'EDERAL LlCF.NSE O:R "PERMIT W Ot:~ 

PROJJK7T DESC.Rl.PTION 
lJ.EP ARTMENT OF THE AIR 'FORCE- F.NVI.RONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR 
CONSTRUCflON OF lJ.S. SPECIAL Ol'ERATIONS COMMAND ADDl'I'lON~ 
lNFORMATlON TRC.Hi'iOI,OGY FAC:lLlTY, ANJl PERMANENT PARKING I~OT 
PRO.JF.CT- MACJ)lLL ATR FORCE :BASE, HU .. LSBOROUGH COlJN'fY, FJ,ORIDA. 

ROUTING: 

X TAMT'i\MY BJIC 

PLEAS)!; CHECK ALL T'B:t LOCA.L c;OVERNMENTS B:ELOW FROM WHICH 
COMMENTS HAVE BEEN RF.CElVED; ALL COMMENTS RECEIVED SHOULD BE 
INCLUDED IN THF. RPC'S CLEARINGHOUSE RESPONSI!: PACKAGE. T.F NO 
COM.MENTS WERE RECEIVED, PLEAS'f. CBECK .,NO COMMENT" BOX AND 
RETU.R.N TO CLEARINGH01JSE. 

COMMKNTS DtTE TO Rl'C: 12/24/2003 

~ULLSBOROT.JGH 
NO COM.MENTS: / 
(rF TIID RPC POliS NOT RF.CETVE COMMRNTS DY THE DllADLINll DATE. THE RPC 
SHOULD CONTACT THR LOCAT. .. GOVBRNMENT TO lJ.IiTRRMlNR Till STATIJS 011 THE 
PROJECT REVTEW PRTOR TO FORWARDING Tilli RESPON'S.E PACK.!\ GR. TO THE 
CLEARINGHOUSE.) 

NOTF.S: 

ALL CONCERNS OR COMMENTS REGARDING THE A1:TACHF.D PRO.JECT 
(INCLUDING A.~Y RPC CO:MMENTS) SHOULD BF! SENT IN WRITING BY THE DUE 
DATE TO 'fHF. CLEARINGHOUSE. PLEASE ATTACH TlUS RESPONSE FORM Ai~D 
RF ... FER TO Tl1E SAT# IN ALI .. CORRF.SPONDENCE. . 

1}' YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS REGARDING THE A Tl"ACHF.D PROJF.CT, .PLEASE 
rrn,iT" ,-.,.,...TT l ~: ~~., ~,-r. I""T r. • ,~ .... ( ,-,. ''"'T'"' ~ · • ~ -~-~· - · - ., . . -



State of Florida 
County of Hillsborough J ss. 

• 

THE TAMPA TRIBUNE 
Published Daily 

Tampa, Hillsborough County, Flor ida 

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared C. Pugh, who on oath says that she is the Advertising Billing 
Supervisor of The Tampa Tribune, a daily newspaper published at Tampa in Hillsborough County, Florida; that the 
attached copy of advertisement being a 

LEGAL NOTICE 

in the matter of PUBLIC NOTICE- UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 

was published in said newspaper in the issues of 
DECEMBER 15, 2003 

Affiant further says that the said The Tampa Tribune is a newspaper published at Tampa in said Hillsborough County, 
Florfda, and that the said newspaper has heretofore been continuously publish·ed in said Hillsborough County. Florida. 
each day and has been entered as second class mall matter at th!'! post office in Tampa, in said Hillsborough County, 
Florida for· a period or one year next precedfng the first publication of the attached copy of advertisement; and affiant 
further says that she has neither pard nor promised any person. this advertisement for publication in the said newspaper. 

C_-1~ ,~0 
• D 

Sworn to and subscribed by me, this 
of DECEMBER 

-----'1"'6-----,-,=---=-day 
. A .D. 20 .::::03::...._ _ _ 

Personally Known / or Produced Identification __ 
Type of Identification Produced _______ _ 

LJXlM• "N,Q11Qg 

PUBLIC NOTICE- UNITED STATES AIR FORCE I I •:t•l/\!f'( l::)i:J\l 

The Air Fo.ce (AF) seeks ptiblic r:omment on -an . · 1, .. ~~~;;Ns~~~~~R 
Environmeptal Assessment and Finding of No .!~ ~ OD<H:oor,o 
Significant Impact for a proposed gfoje~ at US "fc' ·,

Spe<>ial O~ions Command (U~OCOM) at -'------'-'---"'-..;.;:::_=~--' 
MacDill Air Force Base. The projeg woufd demolish 
an existing addition ..to Building ,~ and construct a 
new, larger adc'lltion to the buHding, lf1 addition, the 
project would cons~~ 1 e..w lnfotTnatlon Technology 
facility within the USSOCOM..Elaza. The project 
would also construct a-v~w PE~rmanent parking lot to 
replace parking spaGe:£i os oJring construction of the 
new facilities. MacDili"'AEB ha~ evaluated this action 
in accordance with E~et'utive Order 11988 -
Floodplain Management, and believes there is no 
practical alternative to constructio~ wi\!:!lil the 
flootojplain. 1 

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY 
The EIAP documents satisfy the requirements of the 
National Environmental Polley Act (NEPA). The 
documents are available for public review and 
comment from December 12th, 2003 through January 
12111, 2004 at the Tampa/Hillsborough County Public 
Library, located at 900 N. Ashley Drive, Tampa, FL 
33606. The documents may be found in the 
Humanities Section of the Main Library. Address 
written comments to tne 6 AMW Public Affairs, 8209 
Hangar Loop Elrive, Suite 14, MacDIII AFB, FL 33621-
5502. The telephone number is (8t3) 828-1215. 



:flildrtn hvons with rtl~to•tJ, frlendJ or neighbors. 

~· jg 

I :.tl.SO'OC£ 

PUBLIC NOTICE · UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
The Air Force (AF) seeks public comment on an 
Envlronme(lttll Assessment and Fln~I"'J of No 
Significant,. lmpact for a proposed RrQJ~ct at US 
Spe~al ~lions Command (U$SOtOM) at 
MacDill Air F.orc Base. The projecl-wp)lld demolish 
an ex1stmg a to Bu~ding 501 construct a 
new, larger a 'tbe l?,ui!dlj;lg' add•tion, the 
project would tfuC.t a n IRfO!maf•on Technology 
facility within the USSOCOM PlaZa. The project 
would also construct .pttl perq~anent parking lot to 
replace parking spa lostdtk 19 construction of the 
new facilities Mac;Oll JV'B 'hi:ls evaluated this act10n 
in accordance with Executive Order 11988 -
Floodplain Management, and believes there is no 
practical altemabve to constru~tion witbin the 
n~dQiafn. 

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY 
The EIAP documents satisfy the reqUire~nts of the 
Nahonal Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The 
documents are ava•labte for public revtew and 
comment from December 12th, 2003 through January 
12111

, 2004 at the Tampa/Hillsborough County Public 
L•brary, located at 900 N Ashley Dnve, Tampa. FL 
33606 The documents may be found 10 the 
HumaM•es Section of the Main Ubrary Address 
wntten comments to the 6 AW.W Pubhc Affalfs, 8209 
Hangar Loop Drive, Suite 14, MacD1ti AFB, FL 33621· 
5502. The telephone number is (81 3) 828·2215. 
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